Addicted To Prophets 
I confess to addiction to your weekly review of economic forecasts. It is fascinating to 
read how the economy will surely slow down and how the metals will take a nosedive, only to 
read the next forecaster predict the exact opposite in no uncertain terms. We seem to respect 
economic forecasters even while we laugh at fortune tellers. From now on, I plan to monitor the 
records of these prophets. Such an exercise will provide even more fun than I derive from 
reading "It's Your Money!" 


JOHN T. O'MAILEY, M.D. 
Newark, Delaware 


Error Alone Needs Support 
The article on the M.L. King holiday and the sealing of the F.B.I. records about him was 
well presented (January 13th). The locking up of those records brings to mind Thomas 
Jefferson's observation: "It is error alone which needs the support of government. Truth can stand 
by itself." 
PAUL W. SMITH 
Thousand Oaks, California 


More On Sinclair Lewis 

Jeffrey St. John's article (November 11th) tells of a socialist-dominated Swedish 
Academy which chose Sinclair Lewis as the first American to be awarded the Nobel Prize for 
Literature because he was a socialist who hated his country. This picture needs to be straightened 
out a little. 

The English-language writers who had previously won the Nobel Prize were Kipling, 
W.B. Yeats and George Bernard Shaw; the next one was Galsworthy -- quite a mixed bag 
politically. The first Russian writer to get it (three years after Lewis) was the emigre Bunin, at a 
time when Stalin's friend Gorki would have been the obvious choice. The subsequent award of 
the prize to Pasternak (who declined it) and to Solzhenitsyn was widely regarded as an affront to 
Sovietism. 

Closer to the mark is Mr. St. John's quotation from Schorer's biography: "It was the 
assumption of most critics that Lewis's work ... found flavor abroad because it gave ... Europe 
the dismal picture of American life in which it wanted to believe." Now this attitude was cultural 
rather than political. They deplored what they saw as vulgarity, materialism and 
narrow-mindedness. (They forgot about the symphony orchestras and picture galleries.) 

Of the countless Americans who also deplored these blemishes, few were as unsparing as 
H.L. Mencken. Yet who would say that Mencken hated America? Sinclair Lewis was content 
with well-documented, good-natured satire -- except where genuine abuses were concerned. 
Hence the success of his books with the patriotic American public of the 1920s, as yet unripe for 
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self-flagellation. 
GERARD VANNECK 
Clarens, Switzerland 


Suspicions Confirmed 
Thank you for "Wolves in Jackals' Clothing" (January 27th). It confirms something that 
many of us have suspected for quite some time: that the neo-Nazi groups in this country, or at 
least some of them, are knowing agents of the Communist/socialist/liberal coalition. They pose 
as anti-leftwing forces in such a way as to make the Left look good by comparison while giving 
the real anti-Left a bad name. 
DAVID MELICHINSKY 
St. Marys, Kansas 


Clarifying Authorship 
In my column "More Cunning with Panama Canal" (November 11th), you incorrectly 
identified Phillip Harman as co-author of my book The Panama Canal Swindle (Signal Books). 
Please note that the book is authored by me in collaboration with Mr. Harman. 
G. RUSSELL EVANS 
Norfolk, Virginia 


Will The Files Disappear? 

The overkill by the news media in reporting the Martin Luther King holiday is without 
precedent for any individual regardless of color. After the mural and the bust in the nation's 
capital, will Mt. Rushmore be next? I predict that when the date arrives to open the records on 
King they will have mysteriously disappeared like so many other important documents. 

LAMBERT FORD 
Yucca Valley, California 


Abortion Is Murder 
I was thrilled to see the articles condemning Planned Parenthood and abortion (January 
15th). Iam glad that all of this is coming out in the open. Are we so powerful that we can change 
the laws of God just by declaring a new law? Maybe we could all fly if our government passed a 
law to repeal the law of gravity. I don't see abortion as birth control, but as downright murder. 
JUDITH BUSH 
Vancouver, Washington 


BRIEFLY STATED 


Shuttle Tragedy Aftermath 

President Reagan traveled to Houston January 31st to mourn the loss of the seven 
astronauts killed in the fiery explosion of the space shuttle Challenger. After meeting privately 
with members of the astronaut families, Mr. Reagan paid public tribute to the seven by saying 
that "We must pick ourselves up again and press on despite the pain. Our nation is indeed 
fortunate that we can still draw on immense reservoirs of courage, character and fortitude -- that 
we are still blessed with heroes like those of the space shuttle Challenger." He said that "we can 
find consolation only in faith for we know in our hearts that you who flew so high and so proud 
now make your home beyond the stars, safe in God's promise of eternal life." 

Meanwhile, a presidential panel of twelve is trying to find out what caused the explosion 
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about 75 seconds after liftoff, and Coast Guard and Navy ships have recovered more than ten 
tons of floating wreckage from the 123-ton orbiter. Most of the debris has been small pieces of 
the shuttle, but special underwater vessels are searching the ocean floor for large objects. 
Another focus of concern is whether a long delay in resuming the shuttle program could harm 
America's satellite surveillance efforts. The CIA's top-secret KH-12 reconnaissance satellite was 
to have been carried into orbit aboard a shuttle next September. Only one spy satellite is 
currently in orbit, and that one is scheduled to expire early in 1987. 
Administration Appointments 
President Reagan made three appointments in the final week of January -- Richard E. 
Lyng to be Secretary of Agriculture, Thomas K. Turnage to be head of the Veterans 
Administration, and Richard H. Solomon to direct the policy planning staff of the State 
Department. Lyng, 67, who succeeds John R. Block, headed the California State Department of 
Agriculture when Mr. Reagan was governor of that state, was Assistant Secretary of Agriculture 
in the Nixon Administration, and was Deputy Secretary of Agriculture from 1981 to 1984. 
Turnage, 62, the director of the Selective Service System since 1981 and a retired Army major 
general, will replace Harry N. Walters as head of the $27-billion-a-year agency. Solomon, who 
has spent the past six years at the Rand Corporation in California, worked under Henry Kissinger 
at the National Security Council in the Nixon Administration, has written three books about 
Communist China, and is a member of the Council on Foreign Relations. 
Another Espionage Arrest 
Airman Bruce D. Ott was arrested at Beale Air Force Base in California January 22nd 
and charged with trying to provide the Soviet Union with classified information about the SR-71 
spy plane, an aircraft that can take pictures from altitudes of up to 80,000 feet. According to the 
Air Force, Ott, 25, offered Soviet agents two documents -- one entitled The Strategic Air 
Command Tactical Doctrine for SR-71 Crews, and the other described as a unit recall roster 
containing the names and telephone numbers of members of a military unit. He is one of nearly a 
dozen Americans charged with espionage over the past year. 
The Economic Situation 
According to year-end economic reports, everything was up -- consumer prices, the 
leading indicators, the gross national product, and the U.S. trade deficit. Consumer prices rose 
four-tenths of one percent in December, keeping the increase in consumer prices to 3.8 percent 
for the whole of 1985, the fourth consecutive year below four percent. The leading economic 
indicators went up nine-tenths of one percent in December, their eighth consecutive monthly 
gain; and the Commerce Department reported January 22nd that the nation's economy grew 2.4 
percent in the final quarter of 1985. On the negative side, however, Commerce officials reported 
January 30th that the nation's trade deficit hit a record high of $148.5 billion last year. 
ABC to Produce Amerika 
Two weeks after saying that lack of funds and Soviet pressure had forced cancellation of 
a miniseries about life in the United States ten years after a Soviet takeover, ABC executive 
Brandon Stoddard announced January 22nd that Amerika would begin production soon and 
would be broadcast early in 1987. ABC had reversed itself, said Stoddard, because of the 
"inherent dramatic quality of the material. There was never any lack of our faith in the concept or 
the script for Amerika." He said that the movie is not "about the Russians or what they do in an 
occupation. It's about what Americans do, about freedom and responsibility, the American 
character." The film will cost more than $30 million. 
Conservative Conference Held 
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President Reagan warned January 30th that unless conservatives work hard in this year's 
congressional elections, "the days of high taxes and higher spending, the days of economic 
stagflation and skyrocketing inflation, the days of national malaise and international humiliation, 
the days of 'Blame America First' and inordinate fear of Communism! will all come roaring back 
at us once again." Speaking at the Conservative Political Action Conference in Washington, Mr. 
Reagan said that "the Washington liberals and the San Francisco Democrats aren't extinct -- 
they're just in hiding, waiting for another try." He said that "we must tell the American people 
that the progress we made thus far is not enough; that it will never be enough until the 
conservative agenda is enacted, and that means enterprise zones, prayer in the public schools, 
and the protection of the unborn." 

Jonas Savimbi in Washington 

Angolan freedom fighter Jonas Savimbi opened a ten-day visit to the United States 
January 29th that included meetings with President Reagan, Secretary of State George Shultz, 
Secretary of Defense Caspar Weinberger and Admiral William J. Crowe, the chairman of the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff. At his Oval Office meeting with Savimbi. Mr. Reagan said that "we want to 
be very helpful. What we're trying to arrive at is the best way to do that." Savimbi, whose 
anti-Communist group UNITA controls large areas of Angola, received a rousing welcome at the 
Conservative Political Action Conference and was described by former Ambassador Jeane 
Kirkpatrick as "one of the few authentic heroes of our times." He said that "if UNITA is 
destroyed, southern Africa will go to the Communists." To those who have called him "a stooge 
of South Africa," Savimbi replied: "If my people are to win freedom, we must accept help from 
anyone willing to give help. Yes, we get support from South Africa. But also from black African 
governments .... We are not [fighting] for apartheid but against Communism." 

Savimbi also assailed the Chevron-Gulf Oil Corporation for paying the Angolan 
Communist regime more than $600 million a year in taxes and oil royalties that is used to 
support about 35,000 Cuban troops fighting in Angola. "Gulf Oil is paying for Cuban soldiers 
and Russian MiGs," he charged, adding that the American oil installations are a top target for 
UNITA. "We will do our utmost to spare American lives," said Savimbi, "but Gulf Oil must be 
stopped." On January 28th, Assistant Secretary of State Chester Crocker told Chevron-Gulf that 
the company. ought to terminate its $2 billion annual business in Angola. The reasons for the 
termination, said Crocker, are that the 011 companies "are in the middle of a war zone, that they 
are also in the middle of a rather hot political debate in this country, and that they should be 
thinking about U.S. national interests as well as their own corporate interests as they make their 
decisions." Chevron officials in San Francisco expressed bewilderment at Crocker's statement, 
saying that the company had conducted oil exploration and production in Angola for 30 years 
and had "received consistent support and encouragement from the United States government," 
along with loans and loan guarantees from the U.S. Export-Import Bank to assist Chevron's 
investment projects in Angola. 

Election in Costa Rica 

In Costa Rican elections February 2nd, Oscar Arias Sanchez of the ruling National 
Liberation Party captured 52.4 percent of the votes to win the presidency over Rafael Calderon 
Fournier of the Social Christian Unity Party. Arias, 44, who holds a doctorate in political science 
from the London School of Economics, said that "we will fight untiringly so that our Central 
American brothers will stop killing each other. We will defend and strengthen peace in Costa 
Rica. But Costa Rica will keep out of Central American conflicts." The president-elect said he 
approved of U.S. aid to the freedom fighters in Nicaragua "only if it is used as an instrument of 
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pressure to make the Sandinistas sit down and negotiate." 
Papal Visit to India 
Pope John Paul II opened a ten-day visit to India by paying tribute to the memory of 
Mohandas K. Gandhi. Calling Gandhi a man "marked by his noble devotion to God and his 
respect for every living being," the Pontiff said: "Today we hear him still pleading with the 
world: 'Conquer hate by love, untruth by truth, violence by suffering.’ "The Pope also met with 
the Dalai Lama, the exiled spiritual leader of Communist-occupied Tibet, and with Mother 
Teresa of Calcutta. 
New Leader in Uganda 
Yoweri Museveni was sworn in as the president of Uganda January 29th, four days after 
his National Resistance Army toppled the government of General Tito Okello, and he promised 
to return the African nation to democracy. "This is not a mere change of guards," said the 
41-year-old Museveni. "I think this is a fundamental change in the politics of our government. 
Any individual, any group or person who threatens the security of our people must be smashed 
without mercy. The people of Uganda should only die from natural causes which are not under 
our control, but not from fellow human beings." He said that "people are entitled to a democratic 
government" and that government must not be "the masters but the servers of the population." 


FRONT PAGE The World 
of ‘Dark Rock' 


In the shadow of death and despair 


On October 27, 1984, nineteen-year-old John McCollum shot himself in the head in his 
father's home in Indio, California. According to the coroner's report, McCollum committed 
suicide "while listening to devil music." 

Now, more than a year later, Jack McCollum, the dead youth's father, has filed suit 
against a British heavy metal rock musician, Ozzy Osbourne, and his two record companies, 
CBS Records and Jet Records. McCollum charges that his son's decision to kill himself was 
precipitated by listening to an Ozzy Osbourne song "Suicide Solution." 

CBS Records released Osbourne's albums "with the knowledge that such would, or at the 
very least, could promote suicide," McCollum's lawyer Thomas Anderson told a California news 
conference last month. Anderson said the suit seeks unspecified compensatory and punitive 
damages that could amount to millions of dollars. 

"The record companies and rock stars know exactly what effect this type of music has on 
young people," Jack McCollum insisted to reporters. "They know they are encouraging young 
people to commit suicide." 

Of course, Ozzy Osbourne has disputed McCollum's charges. "These comments are 
slanderous; they are preposterous and ... ludicrous allegations made against an artist who clearly 
had nothing remotely related to such thoughts in mind when writing or performing his songs," 
said Howard Weitzman, Osbourne's attorney. 

Osbourne, former lead singer for the band Black Sabbath, says that McCollum and his 
lawyer have misinterpreted the meaning of his song. "This song wasn't written for suicide, it was 
anti-suicide," he said. 

"It was about a friend of mine (Bon Scott, lead singer of the heavy metal group AC-DC) 
who killed himself on alcohol and drugs," Osbourne continued. "It means suicide solution as a 
liquid; not as a solution or a way out." 
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Yet, despite the claims of Ozzy Osbourne, the suicide of John McCollum is another link 
in the chain tying certain types of rock music to incidents of witchcraft, death and suicide across 
the nation. For example, the names of Ozzy Osbourne and his former band, Black Sabbath, were 
found spray-painted along with satanic symbols in Northport, New York -- the scene of the 
mutilation-slaying of seventeen-year-old Gary Lauwers. Charged with the murder was 
seventeen-year-old Richard Kasso, who was reported to be involved in drugs, seances, animal 
sacrifices, grave digging and other satanic activities. 

Attorney William Keahon, who investigated the murder, reported a strong correlation 
between the tragic events surrounding the murder and the satanic image of certain rock 
performers. Keahon admitted: "I look at it as a reasonable person; I know what I see in these 
rock videos, and I know what I see and hear from these kids who watch these videos and do 
these drugs. I believe there is an acting out of the same outrageous behavior as what the kids see 
up there on the stage." 

It is no wonder that parent groups, psychologists, and even some recording artists are 
reacting strongly against what some are calling "dark rock." Critics identify dark rock as popular 
music that promotes violent and sexually explicit messages in the lyrics. No longer heard by only 
a few, these pervasive messages have now crept into the mainstream of American music and are 
constantly blaring through the stereos of vulnerable teen and pre-teen listeners. 

No one blames rock music entirely for the 300 percent rise in adolescent suicides or the 
seven percent increase in teenage pregnancies. There are certainly many causes for these social 
problems. However, many observers have become convinced that potent messages "aimed" at 
children that promote and glorify suicide, rape, and sadomasochism at least have to be 
considered a possible "contributing factor." 

Ozzy Osbourne once defended himself to Circus magazine by protesting, "As much as 
the kids love to hear me sing, 'Satan is Lord' and 'I Love You Devil,' I am no satanist -- I'm a 
rock 'n roll rebel." The rock star's wife and manager, Sharon Osbourne, explains: "Ozzy isn't into 
Satanism ... that's a marketing campaign we invented for him. He doesn't take it seriously." 

But Kerry Livgren, former guitarist for the band Kansas, admits that teenagers do take 
what he and others say in their music quite seriously. "I've run across many people who 
worshipped our band and other bands," Livgren commented. "When it got to the point with 
Kansas when I realized what I was writing in my songs was becoming an actual standard by 
which people lived, that thousands of kids were looking to me as if I was some type of guru -- I 
knew it had gotten way out of my hands." 

Many professionals who study adolescent behavior have been sobered by the effects of 
dark rock on their patients. Dr. David Guttman, Professor of Psychiatry at Northwestern 
University told the Washington Post, "Rock has so often been involved in these things (violence, 
teen suicide, etc.) many of us in psychiatry have had to take it more seriously." 

Dr. Joseph Novello, a psychiatrist and director of "Gateway," a drug treatment center in 
Washington DC, often asks teenagers what kind of music they listen to. "It's clear that kids 
define themselves to a large extent by the artists and music that they like," says Novello. "There 
is a small and vulnerable group of youngsters who are inclined to drug abuse who tend to 
identify with the heavy metal and satanic kind of music." 

Other psychiatrists have cited rock videos as contributors to the rise of violence among 
students. Thomas Radecki, chairman for the National Coalition on Television Violence (NCTV), 
estimated that 45 percent of some 1200 rock videos monitored were of a violent nature. 

A large number of rock videos were rated "extremely violent" by the NCTV. For 
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example, the Rolling Stones amputation video entitled "Too Much Blood" is a take-off of the 
Texas Chainsaw Massacre. "They sing about chopping a woman's head off, putting her pieces in 
the refrigerator, then taking them out and eating them," Radecki commented. 

A similar theme appears in Tom Petty's music video, "Don't Come Around Here No 
More." In it, a woman turns into a cake which Petty slices up with a knife while she is 
screaming. The final scene shows Petty putting the last piece of cake in his mouth and then 
burping. "That type of image is really quite harmful. It endorses a hostility and revengeful type 
of thinking between the sexes," Radecki warns. 

In another video by Twisted Sister entitled "We're Not Gonna Take It," a boy decides he's 
not going to put up with an angry father, so he hurls Dad out the window. Proponents have said 
that these videos are just tongue-in-cheek or cartoon-like. Unfortunately, a young man in New 
Mexico took Twisted Sister somewhat seriously when he murdered his father in a similar 
fashion. The homicide was reported to have been inspired by the Twisted Sister video. 

Scientific research also backs up the assertion that violent videos can have harmful 
effects on their young viewers. In various surveys done with college students, Dr. Radecki 
reported a "desensitizing of individuals who watch violent videos." 

Advertisers certainly enjoy rock stars like Michael Jackson endorsing their soft drinks. 
Pepsi paid Jackson $5 million to say "This is the Pepsi Generation." That fantasy helped Pepsi 
spurt to a $20 million gain in sales last year. Radecki concludes, "If the little thirty- and 
sixty-second commercials can sell, certainly the three- and four-minute videos themselves -- 
which are really promoting things of violence, making them seem fun and acceptable, normal, 
and healthy -- will be much more influential." 

Not only has violence and occult activity become prevalent in today's dark rock, but 
sexual themes have moved from mere innuendos to blatant profanity. 

[We would prefer to end any discussion of eroticism in rock lyrics by simply noting that 
it exists -- abundantly. But that would fail to show the reader how perverse an influence it is on 
its young audiences. With apologies for the offensive nature, therefore, some less extreme 
examples follow. -- Ed.] 

Sexuality in popular music has come a long way from Cole Porter's "Birds do it; bees do 
it .... "Popular top forty artists like Cindy Lauper in her song "She Bop" encourage masturbation 
for teenagers. In "She Bop," Lauper tells her adolescent followers that it won't make you blind 
and "there ain't no law against it yet." 

Prince, described by Rolling Stone magazine as the most influential musician of the 
1980s, has crossed lines that once were considered taboo in rock. In one of his earlier albums, 
"Dirty Minds," Prince sings about incest in his song called "Sister" and oral sex in another song 
entitled "Head." 

His film, Purple Rain, was a box-office smash and crowned him as rock's new king of 
sex. Although Prince has toned down his erotic image since the days of "Dirty Minds," he did 
not completely lose his sexual taint in Purple Rain. In the film, Prince thrusts the stage with his 
body and sings about "a girl named Nikki ... a sex fiend" whom he "met ... in a hotel lobby 
masturbating." 

Madonna was voted in some polls as the top female performer of 1985. Her hit single, 
"Like a Virgin," was number one on Billboard's list of The Top One Hundred songs for the year. 
Her nude photos in Playboy and Penthouse and her confessions to Time magazine reveal that a 
virgin she is not. 

Madonna-style clothing and accessories are very popular among young girls. Her 
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exposed belly button and "Boy Toy" belt buckle are standard trademarks of the Madonna image. 
Kendis Moore counsels pregnant teenagers in the Los Angeles area. She told the Los Angeles 
Times, "I know how impressionable these girls are. Rock stars like Madonna, Sheila E., and 
Vanity are important to them. They buy their records, sing their songs, and dress like them. They 
get the message of what it means to have sex, and it puts a lot of pressure on them to live up to 
that image." 

The Kinsey Report discovered that, in 1940, 33 percent of all women lost their virginity 
by age 25. Today, 30 percent have lost it before age sixteen. According to the Journal of Sex 
Research, most women in the 1980s have their first sexual experience between the ages of 
sixteen and nineteen. A rock magazine headline described the situation appropriately, "The 
Sexual Revolution is Over! (Sex Won)." 

However, some parent groups have not given up the fight. The battle between parent 
groups (like the National PTA and the Parents Music Resource Center) and the record industry is 
still raging. The NPTA sent letters to most of the major record companies inviting them to attend 
a conference where they could discuss this issue of explicit song lyrics. The Washington Times 
reports that many did not even acknowledge the letter, and only one record company, a gospel 
music company, said they would attend. 

More pressure came when two Washington DC women, Mrs. James Baker and Mrs. 
Tipper Gore, co-founded the Parents Music Resource Center (PMRC). Appearances on NBC's 
Today Show, the Phil Donahue Show, and other popular discussion programs brought the issue 
of "dark rock" to national attention. 

Mrs. Gore, wife of Senator Albert Gore (R-TN) and the mother of four, explained her 
concerns on the Phil Donahue Show: "Right now, there are really no boundaries. We're not 
talking about putting anyone in jail or censorship. We're saying, since the material is this explicit 
and this violent, for those of us who care and don't want our younger children inadvertently 
bringing it home or listening to it, give us information. Give us a tool, a general rating on an 
album that the material is violent and sexually explicit..." 

Mrs. Gore added, "I don't think it's unreasonable to ask the music industry to exercise 
some self-restraint and to give me, as a parent, more information so I can do my job better in my 
home. That's not abridging anybody's rights." 

Dr. Radecki of the NCTV makes a similar plea regarding rock videos. "If they are going 
to show the violent videos, they should be segregated. The NPTA and others have called for 
ratings of rock music videos. Let's lump them together so we have non-violent videos in a 
non-violent hour. If they want to have the violent ones, have those in [a certain time period]," 
suggests Radecki. "If you're discriminating and you don't want to get the degrading sexual 
images and the very violent sadistic images, at least you can choose." 

Parent groups found a sympathizer in the person of George David Weiss, president of the 
Songwriters Guild and a recent inductee into the Songwriters Hall of Fame. In the June 29th 
issue of Billboard Magazine, Weiss calls for a voluntary "self-restraint" by the record companies 
who produce explicit material. 

In his commentary, Weiss praises the efforts of so many artists who raised millions of 
dollars with their recording of "We Are the World." The concern over physical health is 
admirable, but he asks, "What about the moral health of children in America? Aren't their 
emotional health and developing values also worth our attention?" 

The issue of labeling or rating records with explicit lyrics culminated when the PMRC 
and various participants from the recording industry met before the Senate Commerce 
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Committee last September. After hearing testimony from musicians Frank Zappa, John Denver, 
and Twisted Sister's Dee Snider, the committee insisted that there would be no legislation if the 
musicians and record companies would just "clean up their act." 

Six weeks after the Senate hearings, the PMRC and the Recording Industry Association 
of America agreed to a compromise. Individual record companies would decide what material 
was considered "blatant explicit lyric content" and print a warning label marked "Explicit Lyrics 
Parental Advisory" on the back cover of the album or tape. Record companies would also have 
the option of printing the song lyrics on a sheet of paper inserted between the album and the 
outside plastic wrap. Consumers then could either investigate the lyrics themselves or heed the 
warning label. 

PMRC was very pleased with the November Ist agreement and saw it as "an important 
step,” said a PMRC representative. Both sides agreed to monitor the impact of the agreement on 
consumers. This decision was to be carried out "in good faith" by all the participating record 
companies. PMRC will, however, continue to assert more pressure on the few companies who 
will not provide the warning label or song lyrics. 

The agreement does not necessarily mean that rock musicians will now change their tune. 
Record companies, like other providers of entertainment, have learned that "sex and violence 
sells," and this is still the bottom line. Most observers recognize that it is the parents who must 
take control of the situation and determine what is healthy and unhealthy music for their 
children. 

Dr. Novello and others agree that parents should be the ones to sit down and discuss the 
messages of rock songs with their children. "If parents were doing their job in the home, kids 
wouldn't seek other role models," says Novello. Dr. Radecki also urges that parents lay a 
foundation of religious morals that will help their children develop into more discerning and 
loving individuals. 

-- ROB LAMP 


Rob Lamp is a musician, record producer, and music director at the Great Commission Church 
in Silver Spring, Maryland. He is also the editor of the Rock Music Update Newsletter and the 


book, 
Inside Rock. 


VIEWPOINT/ Gerald 
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words 'T'll love you till the day I die,' / The self-deception that believes the lie -- / I wish I were in 
love again"? 

A decent song needs more than someone to sing it and enough electricians to black out a 
small city. The pure sensory overload appeals to the gut, not the mind, heart or spirit. In most 
rock, words are useless. When you hear them, you wish you hadn't. The rhymes are awful or 
false or banal. All that counts is the beat, and even that's blown a gasket. Volume has been 
reduced to vibes, and vibes to visuals. 

One "feels" that music, because it's the only way it can be absorbed -- through the skin. 
Rock doesn't enter through the ears or the soul; it comes in through the eyes, not to mention the 
lungs and nose. 

I won't say rock isn't entertaining or, on a jungle level, exciting. What I do say is that 
most rock isn't music. It's something, but it ain't musical. 

Bruce Springsteen may be a dandy performer, yet as a composer next to, say, Hoagy 
Carmichael or Johnny Mercer, he doesn't exist. Rock is to pop standards as pig Latin is to Latin. 
You may as well compare comic books to novels. Michael Jackson and Boy George, two passing 
fads, aren't singers, they're. showmen, the Liberaces of rock. 

Fans and critics talk about a band's "sound." Rock isn't music, it's sound. The sound 
crushes all else -- melody, rhythm, substance and subtlety. Rock is anti-content, anti-nuance. It 
wipes out anything that's not aggressive, obvious, crude, raw and raucous. 

When rock tries to go tender, it turns wimpy, the lyrics sung in that breathy, 
mock-plaintive, moaning manner that's every bit as mushy as the gloppiest Pat Boone-Patti Page 
stuff it replaced thirty years ago. 

Most rock scholars agree rock is in a slump (even for rock), but there's no other way for it 
to go anymore. It's burnt out. Sheer noise gave way to violent performances, which gave way to 
crazed behavior, costumes, and zany names, which gave way to punk, which gave way to a kind 
of musical nihilism. 

Rock singers are so bankrupt they're down to ninety percent antics. The songs don't 
matter. The clothes matter; the lighting matters; the amps matter; the sound and fury matters; the 
makeup matters -- the roar of the greasepaint. 

Rock is loud because it has little else to offer. The longer it exists, the noisier it. has to be 
to justify its existence. Rock is junk music, the Chicken McNuggets and Ding-Dongs of pop. 
Rock doesn't last because it's not built to last. 

Even more troubling is how rock has seeped into everything, staining pop life with its 
anger, macho sex and hip amorality. Rock celebrates violence and dope; it couldn't have 
survived without audiences being stoned. Because it has no conscience, artistic or otherwise, 
rock coarsens all it touches. 

At its worst, rock is sadistic. This isn't just rock's element. It's the climax of a music that 
began at the fringe and has had to become more and more extreme, crazed, corrupt and hostile, 
just to hold its fans' interest. 

Romance doesn't exist in rock songs, or even desire. It's all reduced to gettin' it on, or off, 
or havin' mah ba-ay-bee. There's no feeling more complex than grasps and grunts; no hearts 
mesh, just groins. People don't kiss, sigh, embrace or love in rock songs; they only throb, thump 
and thrust to fevered twangs and bangs. 

The Harts, Kerns, Mercers, Berlins, etc., left a legacy that may not prevail but will 
survive as rock never can, because it connects people. They wrote songs the whole world sings. 
Rock is only what the whole world hears. 
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Excerpted from a column in the San Francisco Chronicle, 


copyright 1984. 


The first order of business when the Senate reconvened last month was to debate the 
merits of a White House-backed plan to sell the federal government's Consolidated Railroad 
Corporation (Conrail) to Norfolk Southern for $1.2 billion. The potential sale of Conrail has 
implications far beyond the future of this government-owned freight line for it is the first phase 
in a deficit-reduction strategy known as "privatization." 

Privatization is an awkward sounding word for an idea whose time has come. Simply put, 
privatization operates on the principle that the private sector can perform many government 
services more efficiently and at a reduced cost to the taxpayer. The net result of such moves 
toward privatization as the sale of money-losing Conrail is lower government spending and, 
consequently, a lower federal deficit. 

Under the whip of the Gramm-Rudman balanced-budget legislation signed into law by 
President Reagan last December, the administration must reduce spending by $55 billion to meet 
the target of a $144 billion deficit in the 1987 federal budget. Failure to achieve this goal would 
trigger automatic spending reduction, cutting into not only domestic programs but also defense 
expenditures -- a prospect the Reagan Administration fervently hopes to avoid. 

Traditionally, the Reagan-supporting conservatives in Congress have taken the approach 
of cutting the deficit by reducing waste and eliminating some government programs. But, as a 
recent report by the Heritage Foundation states, "if there has been any lesson from the past four 
years of bungled budget cutting, it is that powerful interest groups can impede even the most 
vigorous congressional efforts to reduce the level of federal spending." 

"Though the White House and fiscally conservative members of congress recognize this 
problem," the compelling Heritage Foundation report adds, "their strategy continues to be one of 
trying to ram bitter budget cuts down the throats of politically powerful interest groups. This is 
becoming harder every year. There is a better tactic: privatization." 

Peter Young, executive director of the American branch of the London-based Adam 
Smith Institute, has noted, "Experience shows campaigns against waste, efforts to improve public 
sector efficiency, attempts to impose limits on government programs, and other schemes to make 
government more cost effective, either fail or have minimal impact .... Privatization, the 
systematic transfer of government functions and programs into the private sector, is the only 
strategy which will reduce the size and cost of government." 

American supporters of privatization have been clearly influenced by the success of 
British Prime Minister Margaret Thatcher. "Privatization has been the success story of Mrs. 
Thatcher's government in Britain," Young wrote recently. 

"It is not widely remembered that the manifesto on which the British Conservative Party 
won the 1979 election did not even mention the word privatization," Young observed. "The 
stress was on reducing the size of government by cutting out waste and imposing cash limits on 
programs. But by 1981, it was clear that this was not working, so the strategy of privatization 
was adopted." 

According to Young, the "British Treasury has recently received delegations from over 
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twenty countries requesting advice on how to privatize. From the available evidence it would not 
be an exaggeration to say that the next decade will see a privatization revolution sweep the 
world." 

The privatization fever has undeniably swept over U.S. conservatives. When the Heritage 
Foundation released an exhaustive 142-page proposal for slashing the federal deficit by $122 
billion (twice,what Gramm-Rudman requires), privatization was its central theme. 

"Privatization takes several forms," the Heritage proposal states. "Some federal assets, 
such as Amtrak, could be sold to the private sector. In other cases, such as the Postal Service, 
savings could be achieved by using private contractors to provide the service." 

It adds: "Privatization pays rich political dividends. Just as federal spending programs are 
sustained by constituencies, privatization creates similarly powerful constituencies of providers 
and beneficiaries who gain from private provision. By carefully designing a privatization 
strategy to mobilize these groups, the Administration and its allies on budget strategy could build 
powerful coalitions for decisive cuts in spending." 

The sale of Conrail is but the tip of the privatization iceberg. In years to come, if the U.S. 
follows the British success story, more government programs and services will be turned over to 
the private sector, where they can perform more efficiently and at a lower cost. It is very possible 
that the private sector will even abolish some of these programs. In the long run, privatization 
may well prove to be the redemption of the deficit-plagued economy. 

-- KIRK KIDWELL 


VIEWPOINT/ Madsen 
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The author is president of the London-based Adam Smith Institute, and author of Dismantling 
the State, National Center for Policy Analysis, Dallas. The above was excerpted from Reason 
magazine, January 1986. 


The National Education Association, neglecting its stated official mission of bettering 
public education in the U.S., has become obsessed with obtaining political power and is beyond 
redemption, in the view of John Lloyd, a former NEA official recently interviewed by Concerned 
Educators Against Forced Unionism (CEAFU). 

Lloyd was one of the NEA's "golden boys." When he was the president of the local NEA 
affiliate in Wayland, Massachusetts in the 1970s, he was described as "being what the NEA 
wanted at that time -- a very vocal, if not aggressive, bargainer/spokesperson on teachers' rights." 
He later became the youngest state executive director in the NEA at age 36. 

But as Lloyd rose in the ranks, he became increasingly disenchanted with the NEA. "I 
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went into it with the idea that what we were doing was going to improve both the welfare of 
teachers and certainly the status of public education," he told CEAFU director Susan Staub. "I 
saw, very gradually, that that was not happening and that, in fact, the opposite was happening." 

Lloyd eventually came to see that what the National Education Association was really 
interested in was obtaining and keeping power. The "NEA's primary goal is to become an active 
arm of the Democratic Party to the extent that the NEA can eventually determine who the next 
President of the United States will be," he charged. "The second goal is certainly of equal 
priority -- to eliminate, and what I mean by eliminate is to eradicate, the [American Federation of 
Teachers]. It is the goal of the NEA to become the single teachers union in the United States." 

He went on to note that "there are sub-goals. Some of them are directly related to 
education, but when you are a participant in the NEA's staff meetings in which these things are 
being discussed, I can assure you, I can absolutely guarantee you, that the welfare of education is 
not mentioned, it's not even surfaced as an issue." 

The National Education Association is, by and large, controlled by professional staff 
members who are neither representative of, nor concerned about, the welfare of American 
teachers, Lloyd revealed. "There are 6,000 people who work for the NEA in one capacity or 
another throughout the country ... who, in essence, have taken control of the organization. They 
have the money, they have the information, they control that information, they certainly control 
the money. As a matter of fact, they consume most of the money -- the staff salaries and 
expenses are extremely high." 

The former teachers union official observed that the average staff member's salary would 
be three to four times higher than the average teacher's salary. At the top stands NEA President 
Mary Hatwood Futrell with an annual salary of $80,000. Mr. Lloyd estimated that roughly 65 
percent of $400 million a year that the NEA takes in through forced union dues "goes toward 
staff salaries and benefits." 

He noted that when "those people meet, they talk about their salaries, what luxurious 
location the next meeting will be held in, how much more money they can make from increasing 
teachers' dues to enhance their salaries. They're not even talking about education." 

Lloyd disclosed that while a "lot of state affiliates are adamantly opposed to stands taken 
by the NEA," such dissent is not tolerated for long. "It's important to understand that there is a 
very, very strong cult mentality that permeates the NEA ... there is a feeling that the unity must 
be maintained." 

The NEA's endorsement of former Vice President Walter Mondale in the 1984 
presidential campaign is an example. "There were several states that were adamantly opposed. 
Not only to the early support, the early endorsement, but the endorsement concept itself. In [the] 
final analysis, it was perceived that we must do this, that we now have no choice. So through the 
NEA's manipulation of that whole issue there was really no alternative left to most of the state 
affiliates," he recalled. 

The NEA frequently uses intimidation to suppress dissent with the rank and file, 
according to Lloyd. "You intimidate people and you strike fear in their hearts and all of a sudden 
dissent is squelched. And the staff are masters at that. That's what they're trained to do, that's 
what they're best at doing, and they perpetuate that cult mentality." 

In conclusion, Lloyd noted that the NEA has a hard time disputing his claims. "I'm just 
telling the truth," he said. "I'm telling the simple fact of what the NEA is like from within. They 
don't argue with me, they don't claim that I'm lying, because I'm not; they can't fight or debate 
me, because I have the truth. I am the first, indeed, the only one, to come out and just say it. We 
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need to look for alternatives because we're not going to change the NEA. It's a total waste of time 
to think we can." 
-- KIRK KIDWELL 


VIEWPOINT/ NEA's Plans for 1986 
VIEWPOINT/ Phyllis Schlafly 
NEA’'s Plans for 1986 


According to the National Education Association's annual edition of Today's Education, 
a 166-page yearbook documenting the NEA's radical agenda, the NEA's $97.5 million budget for 
1986 will be used to advance such specific goals and objectives as follow. 

A significant addition to the usual radical agenda is the establishment of a gestapo-like 
clearinghouse and communications network to identify opponents of NEA and to provide 
dossiers on them to local NEA members. 

"The NEA will provide information to state and local affiliates regarding anti-NEA 
individuals and organizations. Such information will include at least: (a) their specific anti-NEA 
positions and the NEA response, (b) background information on each individual and (c) any 
known scheduled appearance in the area of local affiliates" (page 142). 

The NEA also will "prepare a booklet to assist local association leaders in dealing with 
harassment," including a "model action plan to combat such harassment" (page 142). 

The NEA asserts that "teachers and librarians must have the right to select 
instructional/library materials without censorship or legislative interference" (page 156). That 
means they want the right to spend the taxpayers' money without taxpayers’ supervision. 

Testing our children's teachers is strictly taboo. "Competency testing must not be used as 
a condition of employment, recertification or relicensing, evaluation or promotion of certified 
teachers" (page 154). 

The NEA opposes "tuition tax credits" (page 139) and even the selling or leasing of 
"closed public school buildings" to private schools (page 147). However, the NEA wants 
"child-care programs that are coordinated with the public school system" (page 140). 

The NEA wants children in school by age five and seeks "legislation to ensure that early 
childhood developmental programs offered primarily through the public schools be fully funded 
and culminate in mandatory kindergarten" (page 148). 

Concerning "Family Life Education" (translation: sex education), the NEA supports 
programs "including information on birth control and family planning, parenting skills, prenatal 
care, sexually transmitted diseases, incest and sexual abuse." The NEA asserts "the right of every 
individual (including children) to live in an environment of freely available information, 
knowledge and wisdom about sexuality" (page 150). 

The NEA encourages "state affiliates to conduct comparable worth projects," and 
promises that "consideration for major NEA funding will be given to those projects that NEA 
determines will have national impact" (page 142). Says the NEA, "The market value means of 
establishing pay cannot be the final determinant of pay scales" (page 157). 

The association supports "reproductive freedom" and "affirmative action" (page 138) as 
well as "equal opportunity and responsibility for women and men in military service" (page 140). 
The NEA defines "civil rights" to include "sexual orientation," a euphemism for "gay rights" 
(page 163). 

As for any hope of balance or objectivity in the classroom, the NEA opposes "regulations 
that mandate the teaching of so-called 'creation science and "urges its affiliates to seek repeal of 
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Every religious idea, every idea of a god, even flirting with the idea of a god, is 
unutterable vileness of the most dangerous kind, "contagion" of the most abominable kind. 
Millions of sins, filthy deeds, acts of violence, and physical contagions are far less dangerous 
than the subtle spiritual idea of a god. 


These precepts of Lenin, the founder of modern-day Communism, have been put into 
practice with a vengeance in many countries of the world. Because allegiance to God precludes 
total allegiance to the Communist state, Marxist-Leninist regimes have historically sought to 
destroy churches or to subvert them. 

In Cuba, for instance, Fidel Castro seized all Catholic educational institutions, hospitals, 
asylums, and social centers. His comrades closed churches, interrupted religious services, and 
persecuted the Catholic hierarchy. "Before Castro there were 1,000 priests and 2,700 nuns in 
Cuba," said Dr. Mario Lazo in his 1968 book Dagger in the Heart. "Now there are fewer than 
125 priests, and about 100 nuns." 

While the Communists have virtually eradicated the Catholic Church in Cuba, their 
strategy in Nicaragua since 1979 has been to undermine the Church by harassing and defaming 
its leaders, including Pope John Paul II, and by creating what the Sandinistas call "the People's 
Church," a church subservient to the Red regime. This so-called church is made up of base 
communities, neighborhood groups of Catholics which ostensibly meet for prayer and religious 
services, but which are combined with and controlled by Sandinista Defense Committees under 
the supervision of Interior Minister Tomas Borge. 

The doctrine of the "People's Church" is known as "liberation theology," which portrays 
Jesus as a Marxist revolutionary and interprets the Bible from a Marxist perspective. This 
perversion of the Christian message was brought to Latin America primarily by Spanish and 
Dutch missionary priests. In a visit to Mexico in 1979, Pope John Paul told Latin American 
bishops that it was wrong "to depict Jesus as a political activist, as a fighter against Roman 
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domination and the authorities, and even as someone involved in the class struggle." The Pontiff 
said that "this conception of Christ ... as the subversive from Nazareth does not tally with the 
Church's catechesis." 

The Holy Father repeated his opposition to the People's Church during a visit to 
Nicaragua in March 1983. After criticizing five Catholic priests for holding posts in the 
Sandinista government, the Pope said that it was "absurd and dangerous to imagine that outside 
-- if not to say against -- the church built around the bishop there should be another church, 
conceived only as 'charismatic' and not institutional, 'new' and not traditional, alternative and as 
it has been called recently, a people's church." He warned that the unity of the Catholic Church in 
Nicaragua was being threatened by "unacceptable ideological commitments and temporal 
options." 

The Sandinistas used the occasion of the 1983 papal Mass in Managua to stage a 
demonstration against John Paul. They shouted slogans during the Pope's homily and, when he 
reached the most important part of the Mass, the consecration of the bread and wine, the 
Communists began to make speeches over microphones controlled by the same Sandinista 
technicians controlling the Pontiffs microphone. 

Since that time, the Communists in Nicaragua have stepped up their persecution of the 
Catholic Church, as well as their brutal repression of the country's Protestant churches. Not only 
have dozens of Protestant churches been burned, but Protestant leaders have been arrested, 
beaten and deported. Protestant denominations have been accused by the Sandinistas of acting as 
subversive agents of the U.S. government. 

During a visit to the United States last month, Cardinal Miguel Obando y Bravo, the 
Catholic Archbishop of Managua, asked for help in ending Sandinista persecution of the Church. 
He said that the Sandinistas were trying to neutralize religious activity in Nicaragua, isolate 
Catholics, and reduce the Church to "a church of silence." The Sandinista response was to accuse 
the Cardinal of waging a "campaign of attacks and calumny" against their regime. Tomas Borge 
has called Obando "the spiritual guide of the counterrevolutionaries," the 20,000 Nicaraguan 
freedom fighters. 

Another dispute between the Sandinistas and the Catholic hierarchy involves the pending 
transfer of a 53-year-old parish priest who is one of Nicaragua's leading liberation theologians. 
"My case is part of an attempt by the hierarchy and the Reagan Administration to crush 
liberation theology and the Christian base communities," said Fr. Uriel Molina. The 
pro-Sandinista priest, who is in constant contact with visiting foreign clergymen, said that "the 
hierarchy is persecuting those who work for social transformation in favor of the poor." Agreeing 
was Interior Minister Borge, who said the transfer request was proof that the Church hierarchy 
was engaging in "ferocious religious persecution of progressive priests." 

The position of the Catholic Church on liberation theology was clearly stated by the 
Vatican's Sacred Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith in August 1984. An instruction 
signed by Joseph Cardinal Ratzinger, prefect of the congregation, and approved by Pope John 
Paul said that "an authentic theology of liberation will be one which is rooted in the Word of 
God, correctly interpreted," and not in a Marxist analysis "which seriously departs from the faith 
of the Church and, in fact, actually constitutes a practical negation." 

Declaring that "the class struggle as a road toward a classless society is a myth which 
slows reform and aggravates poverty and injustice," the instruction calls attention to the fact that 
millions of people have been deprived of their basic freedoms "by totalitarian and atheistic 
regimes which came to power by violent and revolutionary means, precisely in the name of the 
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liberation of the people .... Those who, perhaps inadvertently, make themselves accomplices of 
similar enslavements betray the very poor they mean to help." 
-- JAMES J. DRUMMEY 


VIEWPOINT/ Jan 


MacKenzie 


Sandinistas In Bogota 

At 11:40 AM, November 6th, two trucks carrying 35 M-19 Marxist guerrillas disguised 
as police officers drove into the underground garage of the Palace of Justice in Bogota, 
Colombia. Leaping from the vehicles, the guerrillas quickly overpowered the limp security 
forces, taking control of the building and what amounted to almost the entire Supreme Court. 

President Belisario Betancur, confronted by a military increasingly riled over nationwide 
terrorist attacks that had left 1,744 citizens dead since May 1984 (including 125 army troops and 
196 policemen) refused to compromise with the M-19 attackers. 

An army assault ordered against the building at 10 PM that evening ended at 2:20 PM the 
following day. The siege of the Palace of Justice, just two blocks from the president's office, 
ended in flames and the deaths of 115 persons, including eleven Supreme Court justices. The 
entire contingent of M-19 guerrillas were killed. 

At a special Assembly of the Organization of American States held four weeks later in 
the Colombian coastal town of Cartagena, U.S. Secretary of State George Shultz accused the 
Marxist Sandinista government of Nicaragua of having connections with the M-19. The 
Sandinistas angrily denied the charge. 

Meanwhile, El Tiempo and El Espectador, Bogota's two influential daily newspapers, hit 
the newsstands with reports that the Marxist Sandinistas were deeply involved. 

Citing an unnamed official source, El Tiempo reported that a Sandinista commando 
squad entered the country on passports bearing the names of Colombian citizens two weeks 
before the assault. Taking up residence in a house located in a southern district of Bogota, 
Number 8-42, 6th Avenue, the Sandinistas proceeded to set up a training program for the M-19 
using a scale model of the Palace of Justice. 

The newspaper reported that the assault was patterned on the August 1978 attack led by 
Eden Pastora on the National Palace in Managua, Nicaragua against the government of the late 
President Anastasio Somoza. 

El Tiempo published considerable details about the identity of the guerrillas, including 
the code names of five Sandinistas who actually took part in the action on the Palace of Justice. 

The weapons used had been traced to several sources, including a shipment supplied to 
the Sandinistas by former Venezuelan President Carlos Andres Perez "as part of the covert 
military aid from the Carter Administration" to the Sandinistas in their struggle to overthrow 
Somoza. 

El Espectador attributed to a reliable military source the information that twenty of the 
forty weapons seized following the action, as well as all the ammunition, came from Nicaragua. 
The weapons included FAL, Galil, R-15, and R-16 rifles. Also some Ruby revolvers stolen from 
the Ecuadoran police. 

Immediately following the assault on the Palace of Justice, authorities arrested two 
guerrillas in the interior town of Medellin. These were Rafael Ernesto Cardenas Lopez, a 
Sandinista, and Colombian Sandra Perez, who handled the communications for the attack. 


(c) 2000 American Opinion Publishing, Inc. -- Wwww.thenewamerican.com 


According to reports, the two were in possession of codes and frequencies with which they 
communicated with Cuba and Nicaragua through a network that operated from the house in the 
southern district of Bogota. 

On November 18th, Senator Dennis DeConcini (D-AZ) and Congressman Glenn English 
(D-OK), reported the Associated Press, revealed that "communications frequencies used by 
President Reagan, the military and law enforcement agencies may have been compromised by 
Florida drug smugglers, possibly linked to the Colombian M-19 guerrillas." 

This followed the discovery of a list of 1000 channels in a Fort Lauderdale warehouse 
which included all Air Force frequencies and those of military intelligence groups, combat 
support squadrons, the CIA, the Secret Service presidential protection detail for communications 
with the President's limousine, and with Air Force One. 

The reaction of the Colombian government to charges of Nicaraguan complicity in the 
attack on the Palace of Justice has been curiously muted. In late December, Colombia's Foreign 
Minister Augusto Ramirez Ocampo announced that as soon as the official investigation is 
concluded, a report will be released for "national and international public consideration." 


It has been more than a year since television images of famished Africans riveted the 
attention of the world. Last August, the United Nations had obtained pledges from Western 
donor governments totalling $493 million for twenty African nations. Nearly $300 million in 
famine relief has been sent to Ethiopia alone since the fall of 1984. 

Yet despite the outpouring of such aid, much of Africa is still starving. Experts estimate 
that one million Ethiopians have already died of starvation, while famine ravages another 31 
million people in fourteen African countries. Although the famine was triggered by drought, 
experts point to the flawed economic policies pursued by many of these famine-plagued African 
nations as the real cause of the current crisis. 

"For these policies the United Nations must share the blame," charges Heritage 
Foundation scholar Roger A. Brooks. In one sense, today's food crisis in Africa "is the harvest of 
Soviet and socialist policies embraced by African regimes. But it has been perpetuated by the 
U.N.'s acquiescence in, or even encouragement of, these policies." 

Writing in a study produced by Heritage's United Nations Assessment Project, Brooks 
notes that "instead of assisting Africana nations to achieve economic growth, the U.N. has 
contributed to the deterioration of Africa's agriculture-based economies by promoting and 
sustaining a philosophy of economic development that encourages government interference in 
the rural economy and discourages the individual farmer from working hard and taking risks." 

However, Brooks cautions that the famine in sub-Sahara Africa cannot be blamed on the 
United Nations alone. "The U.N.'s development philosophy reflects an ideology and attitude 
toward foreign aid that is also shared by some Western governments and international 
organizations. This view insists that economic growth in Africa is mainly the obligation of the 
industrialized states and that development will be the result of the transfer of resources from 
these states to the developing world," he writes. 

The most egregious UN agency responsible for undermining the agricultural economies 
of African nations, according to Brooks, is the Rome-based Food and Agriculture Organization 
(FAO). He states bluntly, "The FAO is making Africa's food shortage worse." 
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"Instead of promoting free market agricultural policies in these and other African 
countries, FAO has supported projects with a 'government-centered' bias that excluded private 
sector and market-oriented policies," the Heritage scholar continues. "And the FAO has 
continued on this bent, despite the overwhelming evidence produced by economists from the 
World Bank and other organizations that economic growth in such developing countries as 
Thailand, Malaysia, South Korea, and Kenya is strongly correlated with growth in the private 
sector." 

In Brooks' view the FAO is an unmitigated failure. He cites a 1984 report by veteran UN 
observer Rosemary Rightner which stated that "in the field the FAO has become a byword for 
bad planning, poor coordination and irrelevance to the rural poor .... [I]f you take development to 
mean that a particular project leaves people better able to look after themselves, virtually no 
FAO program serves development." 

The FAO's failure is due, in large part, to its endorsement of the principles of the 
so-called New International Economic Order, a doctrine that demands a mandatory redistribution 
of income and resources on a global scale. To the FAO and other United Nations agencies, 
developing nations are not responsible for their own growth, but rather the developed nations of 
the West must assume that obligation. 

This commitment to the principles of the New International Economic Order is 
demonstrated in a 1982 FAO document, "Agriculture: Toward 2000." In this report, FAO 
Director-General Edouard Saouma calls for the "reasonable equitable distribution of income and 
output" through the establishment of a global food system. 

Following this line of reasoning the FAO has emphasized "food aid" as the key to ending 
the African famine, while ignoring "the essential question of whether food aid has increased 
Africa's chances for longterm economic development," Brooks observed. "Ironically, such 
financial transfers and development programs as those of the FAO actually may have kept many 
African nations from participating in the world economy," he writes. 

"If the U.N. is truly serious about ending Africa's food shortages, then the U.N. must stop 
advocating policies that almost guarantee such shortages," the Heritage Foundation scholar 
concludes. "U.N. agencies should shake themselves loose of ... discredited philosophies that 
entrust government bureaucrats with the main role in economic growth and blame the West for 
Third World economic problems." 

-- KIRK KIDWELL 


WORLD Trouble in Haiti: 


An Analysis 


At approximately 7:30 on the morning of January 31st, White House spokesman Larry 
Speakes told a group of reporters aboard Air Force One that the regime of Haitian "President for 
Life" Jean-Claude Duvalier had been ousted in a coup d'etat. Baby Doc, as Duvalier is 
commonly known, had fled the country, Speakes stated, and a new government composed of 
military officers and civilians had assumed power. Speakes' information is said to have come 
from State Department officials who received the news from the American embassy in the 
capital city of Port-au-Prince. Hours later, however, an embarrassed White House recanted the 
earlier announcement. Duvalier was still in power, and he let that fact be known in a radio and 
television speech that afternoon. 

Beginning in November 1985, anti-Duvalier protests spread from the northern city of 
Gonaives to other towns within the country. The government moved quickly to silence the 
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opposition. As of early February, reports indicate that some seventy people have been killed in 
skirmishes with security forces. The three major independent radio stations have been shut down. 

While word of the unrest spread to other cities and to the outside world, the U.S. 
Embassy advised Americans to keep a low profile. A day before Speakes made the startling 
announcement, the U.S. State Department revealed that it would hold up $26 million from the 
$53 million in economic and military assistance destined for Haiti in 1986. The move was said to 
have been taken to show Washington's displeasure with Duvalier's handling of the crisis. 
However, the recent events, coupled with the premature Speakes briefing on January 3 1st, 
strongly indicate that the U.S. Embassy in Haiti and the State Department might have known of, 
and passively encouraged, an impending coup d'etat. 

Speakes' announcement could not have been so detailed unless the administration had 
obtained secret information concerning a coup. But if the White House knew of a plot by a 
military-civilian alliance, Duvalier must have also known. Three days before his supposed 
ouster, Duvalier dismissed twelve of his top military commanders. Popular among most sectors 
in Haitian society, the military is seen as a stabilizing force and the only alternative to Duvalier. 
The relationship between the military and Duvalier's notoriously corrupt private army, the 
Tontons Macoutes, has been cool. The loyalty to Duvalier of a considerable number of the 
dismissed officers was, at best, suspect. 

A country of more than six million, Haiti is the poorest nation in the Western hemisphere. 
The average income is about $300 a year; life expectancy is estimated to be a mere 53 years; and 
the illiteracy rate is ninety percent. 

Discovered by Columbus in 1492, Haiti is situated on the western third of the island 
known as Hispaniola (the remaining two-thirds is occupied by the Dominican Republic). Fifty 
miles west of Haiti lies Cuba, its nearest island neighbor. From 1677 until 1804, Haiti was one of 
France's most productive colonies. A brutal and costly war with France came to an end in 1804 
when the former Haitian slaves -- led by Jean-Jacques Dessalines, Toussaint L'Ouverture, and 
Henri Christophe -- declared Haiti independent of French rule. Although the second oldest nation 
in the Western Hemisphere, Haiti today is plagued by political violence, civil wars, and 
economic instability brought on by government corruption. 

In 1957, in what many consider to have been Haiti's least corrupt election, Francois 
Duvalier was elected President. A Harvard University-trained physician, the soft-spoken 
Duvalier shattered any hope for a stable republic by continuing the bloody legacy of his 
predecessors. Declaring himself "President-for-Life" in 1964, "Papa Doc," as the senior Duvalier 
was called by many, moved quickly to dispose of any real or suspected opposition to his regime. 
With the assistance of the feared and hated Tontons Macoutes, the Bogeymen, Duvalier showed 
little mercy on anyone questioning his policies. While building a cult of personality around 
himself -- and a healthy Swiss bank account from monies intended for development -- Duvalier 
paid little attention to the deteriorating Haitian economy. 

After his father's death in 1971, nineteen-year-old Jean-Claude became one of the world's 
youngest heads of state. Although he pledged to respect civil liberties, the periodic waves of 
censorship along with the arrests of political opponents and corruption that have marked 
Duvalier's regime show that little has been done to improve the overall civil liberties record of 
Haiti. The Tontons Macoutes organization was abolished, only to be reorganized under the name 
Volunteers for National Security. The name change has done little good; they are still referred to 
as "Macoutes." 

While over seventy percent of the population is involved in agriculture, most of the land 
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has been deforested by poverty stricken farmers seeking wood for fuel. Massive land erosion has 
resulted. Today, only one-third of the land is arable. Millions of dollars in foreign assistance 
provided mainly by the United States, Canada and France have been pocketed by the Duvalier 
family and their political allies. As a result, thousands of Haitians have fled to Canada and the 
United States. 

The proximity of Haiti to Cuba has always been of concern to the United States. 
Separating both nations is the Windward Passage, a strategically important shipping route. It lies 
directly north of the Panama Canal, and is one of the shortest routes connecting the Canal to the 
Atlantic Ocean. In a crisis, United States access to the passage could be threatened by a 
pro-Castro government in Haiti. At the present time, there does not appear to be any Communist 
or Cuban activity in Haiti. 

Although a state of siege is now in effect, and Duvalier asserts that he is firmly in power, 
a general strike is being urged by his opponents during mid-February. The upcoming general 
strike, combined with the undeniable weakness of Jean-Claude Duvalier's government could be 
the excuse the military has been waiting for to assume power. 

-- EVANS-RAYMOND PIERRE 


AMERICAN OPINION 
Somoza Revisited 
How a friend of America was undermined and betrayed 


J.H. Ingraham is a Florida-based freelance writer. As a result of numerous visits to Central 


America, she has become a specialist on that region's affairs. She is writing a novel about 
Nicaragua. 


It is now six years since Nicaragua fell to the Communist Sandinistas and President Somoza 
was gunned down by Communist assassins in Paraguay. Behind this enormous tragedy for the 
people of Nicaragua and the cause of freedom in the Western world lies a myth that the liberals 
never want to see die. Manufactured by the media and the Carter Administration, this myth 
delivered Nicaragua into the hands of our Communist enemies. 

We all remember how it went: Somoza was an iron-fisted dictator ruthlessly oppressing a 
cowed people denied any semblance of human rights. Any change could only be for the better. 
Nothing could be worse than Somoza. Somoza must go! 

The passage of time has offered bitter proof that there are, indeed, many things worse 
than Somoza. Although the Sandinista regime is now commonly perceived as brutally oppressive 
and a military threat to all Central America, the true story of what actually happened in 
Nicaragua and how it came about is not generally known. Yet a knowledge of these facts is 
essential; for without identifying the enemy, the war can never be won. 

In essence, the story of Nicaragua is a devastating account of how the Carter 
Administration, in conjunction with the media and using the smokescreen of human rights, 
conspired to bring about the downfall of a friendly nation and turn it over to a Marxist 
dictatorship. The record shows that an incredible plan of duplicity was put into effect by James 
Earl Carter and officials high in the State Department. These included Secretary of State Cyrus 
Vance, Deputy Secretary of State Warren Christopher, Ambassadors William Bowdler and 
Lawrence Pezzullo, Assistant Secretary of State for Human Rights Patricia Derian, White House 
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National Security Advisor Robert Pastor, General Dennis McAuliffe and others. The lynchpin of 
this plan was a deliberate campaign of defamation and calumny designed to condition the 
American people into welcoming the downfall of Somoza. During the four years (1975-1979) 
when Somoza was attempting to repel the Communist advance, far from supporting him as 
would have seemed logical, the media lost no opportunity to picture him as a corrupt, ruthless 
dictator who must be overthrown. 

Before The Carter Years 

To fully appreciate the stance taken by the newly inaugurated President Carter in 1977, a 
short backward look is necessary. For many years Somoza, well-known as the firmest supporter 
of the United States and Western ideology in Latin America, enjoyed a relationship of mutual 
trust and confidence with our government. During the Kennedy years, relations were so close 
that Nicaragua was chosen as the jumping off place for the top secret Bay of Pigs invasion. In 
1972, when an earthquake devastated Managua, President Nixon took the lead in rushing 
medical aid, food, technicians, and reconstruction funds to our good friend, Anastasio Somoza. 
In 1974, when Sandinista terrorists (Communists from the beginning) held forty prominent 
people hostage in Managua, it was the Federal Reserve Bank of New York that delivered $5 
million in cash to Somoza's representative, who was given police escort all the way to Newark 
airport and put Safely aboard his aircraft. 

And why not? Nicaragua was a republic with a constitution and electoral system 
fashioned after our own. A well-informed admirer of our form of government, Somoza was a 
product of our schools, having been educated since early childhood at St. Leo's Academy in 
Florida, La Salle Military Academy on Long Island, and West Point. He was not, in fact, a 
dictator by any definition of the word, but a duly elected president. Contrary to misinformation 
spread by the media, Nicaragua's election laws were patterned after our own, with the prominent 
exception that no president could succeed himself. (Somoza had two terms, but they were not 
successive.) The elective procedure was the same as in the United States: Anyone over the age of 
eighteen could register to vote. Like the U.S., Nicaragua was principally a two-party country, 
although other parties were not excluded. Each party selected delegates to a national convention 
that nominated a candidate. Speeches, platforms, and campaigning paralleled those in the U.S. 
However imperfectly this system may be said to have functioned, it was a far cry from what was 
depicted by the media and a world apart from the truly iron-fisted dictatorship in Nicaragua 
today. 

During the election of 1974, which Somoza won, the Organization of American States 
was invited to send observers and poll watchers. They found no irregularities. The liberal 
American media, already busily damning the election from afar, was also invited to be present. 
But very few showed up, preferring not to be disturbed by facts. The truth was that the great 
majority of Nicaraguans, especially the poor campesinos, supported Somoza, a reality 
conveniently ignored by our media. It can be said with assurance that Somoza won his party's 
nomination at least as "honestly" as some of our own presidential candidates. (See Phyllis 
Schlafly's A Choice Not An Echo, the story of the Eisenhower nomination in 1952.) 

It is a matter of record that Somoza put into effect the most enlightened agricultural 
program in Latin America. Basically, the government guaranteed the small farmer sufficient land 
to provide a decent living. Either the farmer was given government land free, or the government 
assisted him in buying private acreage -- a radical departure from traditional land tenure laws. 
Most importantly, taxes were increased on idle land, which either brought it into production or 
caused it to be sold, thus providing a market solution to the problem of thousands of unused 
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acres in large estates. It is interesting to note this is the very measure now being advocated by 
some economists as a less destructive alternative to "land reform." This program was 
investigated and audited twice by the U.S. General Accounting Office because funds from the 
U.S. Agency for International Development (AID) were involved. Each time it was given a 
"clean bill of health." Robert Culberson, Chief of AID, used it as an example of what 
government can do to assist the small "dirt poor" farmer. 

Sophisticated, intelligent, and American in approach, Somoza undertook numerous other 
measures to develop and industrialize his country. The cornerstone of his policy was a cheap 
source of energy (he foresaw the coming oil crisis) and he had completed arrangements with the 
Japanese government's Economic Cooperation Fund to finance three geothermal power plants. 
He established a network of drying centers and grain silos, the only national grain infrastructure 
in Latin America, giving Nicaragua a favorable position as a grain exporter. He greatly expanded 
and improved the highway system; introduced the teaching of agriculture in the primary schools; 
started a program to improve seeds, fertilizers, and insecticides; and built many airstrips to make 
undeveloped land accessible. The truth is that, under Somoza, Nicaragua was making giant 
strides into the modern world with a rising standard of living for her people. In sharp contrast 
today, under the Marxist dictatorship, the economy has ground to a halt with accompanying 
misery, hopelessness and mass poverty for all except the ruling elite. 

During the Somoza years Nicaragua was being harassed from within and without by 
Communist Sandinista guerrillas and subversives financed, trained, and armed by Castro's Cuba 
via Panama and Costa Rica. (The Sandinista movement took its name from General Augusto 
Cesar Sandino, who was not a Communist but a rebel of the 1930s who opposed the U.S. 
Marines, turned bandit, committed unspeakable crimes against the people, and was finally shot.) 
Although these guerrilla attacks caused sporadic disruption and cost many lives, the Communists 
were always repelled by the Guardia Nacional (almost all of whose officers were trained in U.S. 
military schools) and represented no serious threat. 

Such was the situation when Jimmy Carter became President. Within one week of 
assuming office, with pious mouthings about "human rights," he moved to prohibit the sale of 
arms and ammunition to friendly Nicaragua. Eventually Carter made it impossible for the 
Somoza government to buy military supplies anywhere in the world, even forcing Israel to recall 
a ship with its cargo of arms undelivered. It was this U.S. embargo that eventually answered the 
question of whether or not the Communists would take control. It was only a matter of time 
before the Guardia Nacional was rendered helpless, and a Marxist victory inevitable. 

While waiting for the Guardia Nacional to exhaust its ammunition and become 
powerless, additional moves to destroy the Nicaraguan economy were made by President Carter. 
First he ordered the U.S. Department of Agriculture to embargo imports of Nicaraguan beef. 
These beef shipments were an important source of cash income. Next came a boycott of 
Nicaraguan coffee, yet another major cash crop. Our diplomats at the U.S. Embassy in Managua 
contacted all major businessmen and pressured them to transfer their dollars to the U.S., thus 
leaving Nicaragua with no hard currency. President Carter instructed U.S. delegates to deny 
funds to Nicaragua in the International Development Bank, the World Bank, and the 
Export-Import Bank. The U.S. representative on the International Monetary Fund twice blocked 
badly needed standby credit for Nicaragua. When financing for Nicaragua's hydroelectric dam 
project was obtained through other nations, Mr. Carter pressured those nations to cancel out. 

Incredible as these actions seem today in light of the present catastrophe in Nicaragua, it 
must be remembered that the Carter Administration succeeded in its objectives by using the 
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phony issue of "human rights." Brazenly and shamelessly, it created this propaganda out of 
whole cloth in order to turn public opinion against Somoza and lend credence to its own policy. 
That the issue was phony can be illustrated in many ways. It was applied only to anti-Communist 
countries such as Nicaragua, Chile, Argentina and Paraguay. The Soviet Union, Red China and 
other Communist and Marxist nations -- gross violators of human rights -- were never 
mentioned. As soon as Nicaragua was firmly in the grip of a Communist dictatorship with all 
human rights eclipsed, the silence on the "human rights" issue became deafening. With 
consummate hypocrisy, during the height of his "human rights" campaign against Nicaragua, 
President Carter negotiated the giveaway of the Panama Canal, along with $4 billion of U.S. 
taxpayers' money, to Marxist Dictator Omar Torrijos. The two men affectionately embraced on 
international television. 

At this time Mr. Carter knew that few, if any, "human rights" existed in Panama. He 
knew Torrijos had picked Aristides Reyo, an avowed Marxist, to be president of Panama. He 
knew that Torrijos was an admirer of Fidel Castro and had a close relationship with him. He 
knew that Torrijos was in blatant violation of the OAS Charter and international law in his overt 
effort to overthrow the constitutional government of Nicaragua by acting as a conduit for 
guerrilla arms from Cuba. 

There can be no question about Jimmy Carter's knowledge of all this. He had been 
presented conclusive proof from many intelligence sources, including General Gordon Sumner, 
chairman of the Inter-American Defense Board who gave the following testimony to the State 
Department in November 1977: 

The facts of Panamanian involvement in supporting Communist terrorist groups in 

Central America have been denied the American people .... These efforts by 

General Omar Torrijos in de-establishing the entire Central American region is 

only one part of a strategic effort by the Soviets and their surrogates, the Cubans, 

to deny the U.S. access to the Caribe basin. 

My personal knowledge of Panama's involvement came from a 

conversation with Omar Torrijos .... He told me of his intent to support the 

Sandinistas, to support the insurrection in not only Nicaragua but also El Salvador 

.... He expressed to me great admiration for Fidel Castro. 

A very small group in the White House and State Department has divided 

up all of Latin America into good guys and bad guys. [The former] are being 

designated as "human righteous." The fact that these "good guys" are supplying 

arms, training, money, support to murder and maim in Nicaragua ... makes a 

mockery out of the President's human rights policy. 

The importance of this testimony cannot be overemphasized. It supplies stunning 
evidence of how the American people were deceived as to what the Carter Administration was 
really doing. General Gordon Sumner, a much decorated soldier, eventually resigned his military 
career in frustration and despair over trying to make the truth known. 

Ironic as it is to record, it was precisely because freedom of speech, freedom of the press, 
and freedom of religion were not denied by Somoza, that these three areas became primary 
sources of internal subversion and helped bring about the fall of the government and the 
suppression of all human rights. 

Although the National University of Nicaragua had long been recognized as a hotbed of 
subversive activity, with many professors and students known to be Sandino Communists, 
Somoza did not move against it. The Dean of the University, even then an admitted Sandinista, is 
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now Minister of Education in the new Marxist dictatorship. Like all universities in the free 
world, the National university under Somoza was run by a board of regents, with only one 
member representing the government. Many of the other board members were Communists or 
Communist sympathizers. 

Contrary to misinformation in the media, the duly elected Somoza had no dictatorial 
power with which to rule the country by decree. The University had autonomy, and Somoza 
respected this principle. Nor did he place control of the regents in the hands of the government 
through Congressional legislation, although his party held a majority in that body. If Somoza had 
moved to Control course content and personnel as a real dictator would have done, it would have 
significantly stemmed indoctrination of the young. 

The one man most closely identified with Sandinista activity was the publisher of La 
Prensa, Pedro Joaquin Chamorro. As Somoza's arch-enemy, he openly worked with Communist 
Jesuit priests, university officials and students, and the FSLN. Chamorro's activities were 
well-known and yet unimpeded over a long period of time. He was not banished or imprisoned 
and his newspaper daily advocated the overthrow of the government. 

Congressman Charles Wilson of Texas made the following remarks before the U.S. 
House of Representatives on June 23, 1977: 

The most important point which needs to be made is that Nicaragua is not a gross violator 

of human rights .... What is the situation in Managua? The largest newspaper in 

Nicaragua, La Prensa, is in vigorous opposition to the Somoza regime. In any 

country which we think of as being in gross violation of human rights we very 

seldom see a vigorous, large, major newspaper that is "anti" the president. But 

there is active opposition to the President of Nicaragua .... The very people who 

helped my colleagues (Congressman Edward Koch, David Obey, and Clarence 

Long) orchestrate the case against Nicaragua are now back in Managua 

continuing their opposition to the government. 

How many countries can we think of that are accused of being in gross 

violation of human rights that would allow their people to come to the U.S., 

testify against their country, and then go home and remain free? Certainly that 

does not fit my description of a country that violates human rights. 

Somoza actually protected the existence of La Prensa (against the counsel of his 
advisors) believing it to be the best possible evidence to convince the media he was not a 
"dictator." As it turned out, this belief was naive. When Chamorro was murdered in 1978, the 
international press without a shred of evidence immediately accused the government. Later, after 
the killers were captured and confessed, fifty members of the press, radio, and TV were 
permitted to question them in any way they chose for three days. All of this was broadcast on 
Nicaraguan national television. Although it was clearly established that these killers were hired 
by Dr. Pedro Ramos, a Cuban, this was pointedly ignored by our media, and it is Still touted as 
"common knowledge" in the U.S. that Somoza had Chamorro killed. Logic alone indicates 
otherwise. Somoza was much too politically astute to have provided the Sandinistas with the 
catalyst that this murder turned out to be. 

Of the three areas (university, press, and clergy) that played a decisive role in 
undermining the government internally, the Catholic clergy was probably the most effective. 
Jesuit priests who preached Communism ceaselessly sought out upper class youth and 
indoctrinated them in the Marxist cause. Their influence on these young minds was incalculable. 
Many of these youths turned against their own families, even to the point of exterminating them, 
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and became Sandinista leaders. 

Working behind the protective cloak of priesthood, the Jesuits carried out their 
subversive activities without public exposure. Many of them were not natives, but were from the 
U.S. or Spain. Although they were known to the government, Somoza imposed very few legal 
sanctions against them (a few Spaniards having been deported). This surprising fact was later 
confirmed by a young Sandinista defector, Miguel Bolanos Hunter, who testified in Washington 
for The Institute on Religion and Democracy (Briefing Paper, December, 1983): "A lot of the 
Nicaraguan commanders are from the bourgeois class, and they used to attend the Jesuit School 
where a number of these [Sandinista] priests taught [at] the Colegio Centro-Americano in 
Managua. There people graduated as guerrillas. Everyone in Nicaragua used to know about this, 
how progressive priests influenced these students .... Somoza had a curiously respectful attitude 
.... He never really tried to dominate the Nicaraguan church." 

That human rights existed fully under Somoza is self-evident from the above recital of 
subversion. The real puzzle and cause for wonder is why Somoza did not legally move against 
his enemies. The reason was fear of the awesome power of the media. In essence, he was held 
hostage by the media's ability to incite world opinion against him. Well aware of what would 
happen if he made a move against the clergy or the press, Somoza was, in fact, rendered unable 
to protect himself or his government. Although this dilemma -- to act or not to act -- was quite 
clear to him, he never found a way to resolve it. He admitted later in Paraguay that he probably 
should have acted in spite of the media, since it crucified him anyway. 

The very fact that foreign press and television crews were given full access to the country 
verified that Nicaragua was an open society. Since there was no censorship, the media could 
send out any kind of story it chose. They were free to take photographs and do television taping. 
Of course, the media never brought this to the public's attention -- it was the kind of implicit 
thing the reader or viewer had to reason for himself. Very few did. The Sandinistas were 
depicted as idealistic young "rebels" or "insurgents" fighting a "ruthless dictator" practically with 
bare hands. Above all, the word "Communist" was never mentioned. The public had no way of 
knowing that these "noble human rights activists" actually had been trained and armed in Cuba, 
Czechoslovakia, Libya, and Panama, and that their knowledge of tactics and weaponry was first 
rate. As a result of this deception, the American people soon were so confused that most had no 
idea what was really happening, fell into the media trap, and sympathized with the "rebels." 
Many still do, especially in the Catholic Church. 

The use of nomenclature to deliberately deceive was only one media tactic. Shameless 
distortion, omission, selectivity, outright lies -- every conceivable method was used to bring 
about a Communist victory. Three of the most culpable journalists were Alan Riding of the New 
York Times, Karen DeYoung of the Washington Post, and Dan Rather of CBS. Space does not 
permit a description of their shocking perversions of the truth. Suffice it to say that now that the 
Communists have won and thousands of people have been slaughtered (many hideously 
tortured), the entire Guardia Nacional of over 8,000 men and women has been held political 
prisoner, and all human rights have been brutally extinguished, we hear not a word about any of 
this from these three who wept so loudly about "human rights" under Somoza. Obviously, their 
job is done. 

With the public fully prepared to welcome the downfall of Somoza, the Nicaraguan 
economy in a bind and the Guardia Nacional running out of ammunition, all that remained to be 
done in June 1979, was to stall for a little more time until the Guardia was completely helpless 
and the final takeover in place. To this end the State Department sent Ambassador Lawrence 
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Pezzullo to Managua. We know what resulted because we have the Ambassador's own words 
which were taped in Somoza's office and carried out of the country by him. Although Somoza 
was ready at that time to resign and leave the country, with the one proviso that it would not fall 
to the Communists, Pezzullo continuously delayed transition arrangements. 

Finally, more than four weeks later -- with full assurances from the Carter State 
Department that the Guardia Nacional would be preserved as back-up for a new, democratically 
elected government -- Somoza left, the Sandinistas moved in unopposed, and the betrayal was 
complete. 

This, then, is the little known story of how a friendly, progressive nation was betrayed 
into the hands of the Communists by James Earl Carter, the State Department and the media. No 
wonder the Left fights hard to perpetuate the myth that Somoza was a cruel, corrupt dictator. To 
them, it is essential cover. 

What is really cause for wonder is why conservatives, both in and out of Congress, 
continue to run scared before this preposterous slander of a man and a country. Rather than 
losing the case by default, conservatives should go on the attack. In view of the suffering and 
loss of liberty of an innocent people, the profound threat to the entire Central 
American-Caribbean region, and of the consolidation of still another Soviet puppet on our 
doorstep, it is appalling indeed that no move has been made to call for a congressional 
investigation. Without one the American people will never understand the real reasons for the 
long retreat of the West before an advancing Soviet empire. 


CULTURAL CURRENTS Young and old agree: This Is 


America's Music 


David Smith never misses a big band concert in New Orleans. He listens to big band 
music on the radio every day and prides himself on having the largest collection of big band 
records and tapes in the city. David Smith is an expert on the music of the 30s, 40s and 50s, and 
he is only 33 years old! 

How did someone who grew up with the music of Elvis Presley and the Beatles become 
an aficionado of swing? In 1979, the Smith family purchased radio station WWIW (The "Way It 
Was") with the belief that its unique big band format could prove a commercial success if 
properly marketed; and David, at the age of 26, became its new general manager. 

Today, there are over 200 big band stations across the country, and more than half a 
dozen companies providing syndicated big band programming to them, the most successful 
being Music of Your Life with over 100 client stations. According to Smith, their listeners are 
"an affluent, highly educated, upscale market, one that the advertisers want to be associated 
with." 

Although listener demographics skew to the far side of a 35-65 age range, in recent years 
Smith has discerned "a very strong cult following among the young," which he attributes to "a 
void in contemporary music" and to "a very strong conservative wave sweeping the country." 
Smith believes that the music of the big band era captures a romanticism and a patriotism that 
appeal to younger people but are absent from the music of their own generation. 

Smith cites that same conservative trend as the explanation for the wide-spread 
resurgence in the popularity of ballroom dancing. In an effort to "stay close to our audience and 
get advertisers involved," WWIW has become the biggest producer of big band dance concerts in 
the South, booking four or more concerts a year from among the 20-30 big-name dance bands 
still touring. Fewer than ten of these groups are fronted by their original bandleaders -- Ray 
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Anthony's, Bob Crosby's, Woody Herman's, and Buddy Rich's, for example -- while the rest are 
led by famous sidemen from the original groups or by lesser known bandleaders of the era. The 
bands of Count Basie, Tommy Dorsey, and Artie Shaw are among these latter, as is the clear 
favorite among enthusiasts young and old, the Glenn Miller Orchestra. 

When WWIW brought the Glenn Miller band to New Orleans in November of 1985, 
Smith was "amazed to see the influx of college students." But he figures that an evening of 
dancing to a big band appeals to young fellows of eighteen or nineteen for the same reason it 
appeals to an oldtimer of 33 like him: "It's a nice way to impress a girl, and a chic way to spend 
the night." And then there's the music itself. "This type of music is timeless," Smith affirms. 
"This is America's music!" 

-- F.R. DUPLANTIER 


Below are excerpts from a big band trivia quiz that appears regularly in the WWIW 
quarterly newsletter. The questions are designed to demonstrate the pervasive influence that the 
big band era continues to have on our culture to this day. If you're under 35, you may be 
surprised at how many of the questions you can answer. Questions developed by F.R. Duplantier 
and reprinted with permission of WWIW-AM in New Orleans. 


BIG BAND TRIVIA QUIZ 


MOVIES 
1. What Les Brown vocalist sang as if her life depended on it at the climax of Alfred 
Hitchcock's The Man Who Knew Too Much? 
pds What bandleaders were portrayed in their film biographies by actors Steve Allen, Jimmy 
Stewart, Sal Mineo, and Danny Kaye? 
3. What famous songwriter did Cary Grant portray in a film biography? 


TELEVISION 
1. Which two television talk-show hosts began their careers as big band singers? 
pe What wife of a singing television cowboy launched her career on its "happy trails" as a 


vocalist with the Anson Weeks big band? 
3. What harmonizing brother traded in his raggmopp for a tomahawk to portray a friendly 
television Indian? 


MUSICAL THEMES 
1. What Woody Herman arranger later composed the theme for the Batman television 
show? 
2s What Tex Beneke arranger wrote the movie theme for The Pink Panther? 
ee Name the conga-playing Cuban whose orchestra performed the theme for the popular 
1950s screwball television comedy starring the bandleader and his redheaded wife. 
COMMERCIALS 
1. What Helen O'Connell classic was reincarnated as a jingle for the diet candy Figurines? 
2, What Glenn Miller hit was revived in the 1970s to tout an extra-strength floor cleaner 
called Dynamo? 
3: Name the big band singer who now appears regularly on television as the spokeswoman 
for Coronet bathroom tissue. 
OFFSPRING 
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1. Who is Debbie Boone's famous mother-in-law? 
2. What rock 'n roll idol starred with his singing bandleader father and vocalist mother in a 
popular television family show of the 1950s? 
3. Name the blue-eyed "guy" and the "doll" of a daughter who teamed up with him for the 
bittersweet duet "Something Stupid," then launched a successful-recording career of her 
own with boots that were "made for walking." 


ROCK 'N ROLL 
1. Name the sibling bandleaders who hosted the weekly program on which Elvis Presley 
made his television debut. 
2 What Andrews Sisters hit was rerecorded in the 1970s by both Bette Midler and the 
Pointer Sisters? 
J Name the rock 'n roll singer who started a "heatwave" and the country western singer 
who got "on the road again" with tributes to the music of the big band era. 


Answers 
Movies 
1. Doris Day 
2. Benny Goodman, Glenn Miller, Gene Krupa, Red Nichols 
3. Cole Porter 
Television 
1. Merv Griffin and Mike Douglas 
2. Dale Evans (Mrs. Roy Rogers) 
3. Ed Ames (Mingo on the Daniel Boone show.) 
Musical Themes 
1. Neal Hefti 
2. Henry Mancini 
3. Desi Arnaz (I Love Lucy) 
Commercials 
1. "Tangerine" 
2. "Little Brown Jug" 
3. Rosemary Clooney 
Offspring 
1. Rosemary Clooney 
2. Rick Nelson 
3. Frank Sinatra and Nancy 
Rock 'N Roll 
1. Tommy and Jimmy Dorsey 
2. "Boogie Woogie Bugle Boy" 
3. Linda Ronstadt ("What's New") and Willie Nelson ("Stardust") 


CULTURAL CURRENTS Remedial Pursuit - The trivia game for a 


nation at risk. 


Fresh from its success in confronting declining test scores among public school students 
across the nation with a call for less demanding tests, the NEA has recently goose-stepped 
forward to meet another challenge: the consistently dismal performance of its educational 
charges in the boardgame Trivial Pursuit. 
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Surveys had confirmed that in the five years since its creation, not one public school 
student or graduate had ever won a game of Trivial Pursuit. Clearly, this was not fair. But a 
proposal to change the rules so that the person with the fewest wedges at the end of the game 
would be considered the winner met with stiff opposition from reactionaries, fundamentalists, 
and Mensa members. 

The NEA successfully lobbied Congress for corrective action, only to discover that many 
public school students continued to lose consistently even when spotted a federally mandated 
five of the requisite six wedges. In fact, many of these students were overcome at the outset by 
the challenge of inserting the free wedges into their pies. 

A league open only to public school products was then proposed, but the NEA found to 
its astonishment that a match between two public school students often produced an unexpected 
result: they both lost! 

Then came "Remedial Pursuit." No special knowledge was required, and no more 
intelligence than might be expected of a brain-dead blue bottle fly. Suddenly, instructors at 
public high schools were putting up decent fights against home schooling students; high-ranking 
Democratic Party officials were competing respectably with their underage parochial school 
constituents; and Albert Shanker was even heard to boast that he could trounce any one of 
Phyllis Schlafly's children -- with a spot of only four wedges. 

In short, Remedial Pursuit has been a sensationally successful exercise in egalitarianism. 
Audio versions will soon be available for the illiterate. 

-- F.R. DUPLANTIER 


LETTERS OF THE REPUBLIC From 
Iluminism to Communism 


The Unseen Hand: An Introduction to the Conspiratorial View of History 
By A. Ralph Epperson, American Media (Box 4646, Westlake Village, California 91359) 
1985, 488 pages, $12.95 plus $2.00 shipping. 


The most difficult problem with persuasively presenting a conspiratorial view of modern 
history is not any lack of evidence, but rather the vast amount that can be assembled about a 
multitude of major events and personalities. 

The first necessity is to demystify the concept of conspiracy by defining it correctly. 
Conspiracy denotes two or more persons secretly acting in concert to promote or advance evil 
designs. With that understood, we can agree that individuals can conspire with others to pursue 
dishonorable ends -- totalitarian power in governments, for example. In a sense, we might say 
that the conspiratorial view of history is simply the volitional view of history applied to such 
destructive events as crimes, wars and revolutions. Perhaps understanding it that way might 
encourage some conservative, anti-Communist writers and leaders to stop hesitating to use the 
word. 

Arizona educator Ralph Epperson has provided a great tool for achieving such 
understanding by writing The Unseen Hand, which is heavily based on material he developed 
for his students. In 41 quite readable chapters, he surveys the thesis that most major events since 
the American Revolution have been caused or substantially influenced by a continuing 
conspiratorial organization. He identifies the group as the Order of the Illuminati, founded by 
Adam Weishaupt in Bavaria on May 1, 1776, and responsible for giving rise to all subsequent 
collectivist revolutionary movements, most of all International Communism. 
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This thesis was best detailed in English in the works of British historian Nesta Webster 
from 1920 to 1937. Before her death in 1960, Webster was honest enough to correct errors she 
had made due to limited available information that had led her to overemphasize the involvement 
of conspirators of German and Jewish extraction, a correction consistently ignored by her critics. 
Many Americans have become familiar with the conspiracy thesis and the evidence behind it 
through the writings of the late Robert Welch and the work of members of The John Birch 
Society which he founded. 

Robert Welch admonished that those who would expose this Master Conspiracy must be 
motivated more "by positive promise of what we can build than by the negative horror of what 
we must destroy." Consistent with this attitude, Epperson's first seven chapters assess the basic 
principles of political and economic freedom, the constitutional Republic established by the 
Founding Fathers to uphold them, and the collectivist assault upon them that has been so 
tragically successful. In other words, far from being another gloomy all-is-lost polemic that 
might inspire only a sense of resigned hopelessness, this book both educates and inspires the 
reader to become part of a realistic and proven solution. 

In addition to its most useful text, the 488-page volume includes numerous historical 
pictures, a glossary of major terms, extensive footnotes, a selective annotated bibliography, and 
-- thank goodness -- an index. 

One point of criticism might be that the sources given in the footnotes overwhelmingly 
refer to recently published books, rather than primary source documents or contemporary 
accounts. Many of these are polemical and non-scholarly in nature, but have the advantage of far 
greater and easier accessibility to the reader who may wish to pursue some subjects further. 

In any event, the book does not pretend to be a scholarly account, but rather a preliminary 
survey that will introduce the reader to at least a hundred other recent books. And assuming the 
truth of Epperson's thesis, there is great urgency that this overall understanding be communicated 
most efficiently to millions of Americans. Any comprehensive, scholarly history on this subject 
may have to wait for a future in which precious time and energies are not so immediately needed 
for the epic struggle at hand. 

If at all, and these are only minor points, the book suffers in a few cases by drawing on 
flawed reference sources, as well as from including claims made in a fascinating, but wildly 
speculative, account of the life of Jesse James. Some readers may find the author's digressions 
into creationism and unorthodox cancer therapies interesting, though rather tangential to his 
central thesis. 

Nevertheless, Epperson has produced an educational tool that will be very effective in 
reaching many Americans rapidly with a remarkably comprehensive and consistent 
understanding both of what is truly at stake in the world today and what the reader must do now 
to preserve even the possibility of a free and prosperous future. Highly recommended. 

-- WILLIAM B. MCILHANY 


ENTREPRENEUR Herb Goes to Bat for 
Burger King 


During the past few months, the fast food triumvirate of Wendy's, Burger King and 
McDonalds have bombarded the American public with a barrage of new advertising gimmicks. 
The onslaught began last fall with Wendy's spoof of a Communist fashion show and has 
continued through Burger King's unveiling of Herb, the man who had never eaten a Whopper. 

The competitive pitch of this latest burger battle has not been as keen since Burger King 
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claimed that its Whopper was superior to McDonalds! Big Mac. Threatened by legal action, 
Burger King dropped the commercials. 

For competitors in any business, an attempt to increase a share of the market is a primary 
outgrowth of free enterprise. But the tactics recently employed by Wendy's and Burger King 
represent a twist in strategy compared to the usual methods devised by advertising agencies. 

Accentuating the positive aspects of a particular product is probably the most common 
means of conveying a sales message to an audience. An automobile that is the most economical; 
a breakfast cereal that is most nutritious. In nearly every case, it seems absurd to leave any 
impression except the one that encourages a person to try what is being sold. 

Apparently, as evidenced by the latest tactic designed by Madison Avenue, one trick in 
selling fast food is convincing viewers that anyone who patronizes a competitor's restaurant must 
be a social outcast. Or, as was seen in Wendy's even more revolutionary approach, a meal at any 
outlet other than Wendy's is acceptance of the denial of one's right to freedom of choice and 
expression. 

Possibly taking a cue from the popularity of Commie-bashing Rocky IV and Rambo Part 
IT, some sharp copywriter hit upon the notion of plugging Wendy's more varied menu by 
cleverly comparing the limited menu of competitors with the lack of variety in a Communist 
modeling pageant. In this ad, a heavy set woman was paraded back and forth on a runway 
dressed in the same ill-fitting garment regardless of what the announcer claimed she was 
wearing. 

Meanwhile McDonalds, in their relentless blitz of the airwaves, unleashed a new series of 
spots promoting their new McDLT sandwich. McDonalds of course, as king of hamburger hill, 
took the traditional advertising approach and concentrated on destroying the opposition to the 
tune of $5 million per week. 

McDonalds previously had a lot of success with a handclapping theme in some 
commercials a few years ago. As a result, in between holiday football games, the entire country 
was treated to new patty cake routines performed by McDonalds' customers with such great 
dexterity that they could clap and eat their McDLT's without missing a beat. Then, going for the 
knock-out punch, the services of football player William "The Refrigerator" Perry were enlisted 
to claim that he, currently America's best known consumer, eats a couple of dozen burgers each 
time he visits McDonalds. 

Since the end of the summer, Burger King franchisers have been in a state of semi-panic. 
Sales figures indicated that business had dropped about seven percent from the previous August. 
And the introduction of a number of new entrees had failed to whet the public's appetite. J. 
Walter Thompson USA, Burger King's advertising agency, responded by opting for drastic 
action. 

Beginning November 24th, unusual sixty-second commercials were broadcast that 
pertained to a mysterious fellow named Herb. The television spots featured Herb's parents, 
friends and schoolteacher, all of whom testified to Herb's horrific lack of taste. The poor soul had 
never eaten at Burger King. 

Unfortunately for Burger King, it first appeared that their $40 million expenditure was 
going to be buried under McDonalds' saturation attempt. The McDLT push was originally 
scheduled to end November 25th, but the strategists at McDonalds must have gotten wind of the 
Burger King battle plan and extended the McDLT exposure. 

In November, a survey showed that public awareness of Burger King was down 4.4 
percentage points while McDonalds had gained 5.7 points. But in December, when the Herb 
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image or lack of it seemed to sink into the public's mind, Burger King's rating increased 4.8 
points from November and McDonalds plummeted 8.1 percentage points. Do these figures 
confirm Herb as an advertising coup? Advertising industry analysts do not seem to think so. 

Amidst the hoopla of Super Bowl week, when so much of America's attention is diverted 
toward the big game, Herb's creators brought him to a Manhattan press conference. Rumors had 
circulated rampantly as to what type of man Herb would be. To Burger King's corporate mind, 
only one type could be so devoid of taste as never to have savored a Whopper; a "nerd" -- 
complete with white socks and hornrimmed glasses. 

Herb made a quick appearance, sampled his first Whopper, pronounced his approval and 
quickly made his exit. He won't re-appear in public until he gets an urge for another Whopper. 
Burger King is so impressed by Herb's endorsement that the company is now offering anyone 
who sees Herb at a Burger King $5,000 and a chance to win $1 million. 

Bob Garfield of Advertising Age was not as enthralled with Herb. "The U.S. already had 
its fast food phenomenon in Clara (Where's the Beef?) Peller," Garfield said. Herb "could 
probably show up in Times Square and no one would notice." The Lempert Report, a food 
industry newsletter, listed Herb along with the new Coke as one of the ten biggest misses of 
1985. 

The Burger King marketing division is citing a ten percent gain in sales over last 
January's figures and is hoping the "See Herb and win $5,000" contest will stimulate more 
business. Others are not so sure they want to break bread with advertising's newest development. 
As one observer commented, "Anywhere someone like Herb is welcome is no place I would go 
to eat." Whether Burger King scores big gains, as a result of its association with a figure as 
bizarre as Herb, will determine if this novel approach will be imitated or discarded as casually as 
a hamburger wrapper. 

-- T.0. SANDY 


VIEWPOINT/ John 
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The author is a syndicated columnist. 


VIEWPOINT/ Don 
Feder 


Mencken on Government 

January 29th marked the thirtieth anniversary of the death of Henry Louis Mencken. One 
given to clichés might remark that it is hard to believe he has been gone so long. In Mencken's 
case, however, it would be more appropriate to say it is difficult to believe he has only been gone 
three decades. 

The Sage of Baltimore was a renascence writer -- a literary critic, linguist and political 
commentator without peer, the scourge of the "wowsers" and bane of "Boobus Americanus." His 
crusades against censorship and Prohibition are legend. 

The "Zumpen Intelligentsia" adored Mencken in the Twenties, when he fought their 
battle against the abridgment of civil liberties, then deserted him in the Thirties, when he turned 
his fire on the New Deal and the diminution of economic freedom it represented. 

It was the liberals, not he, who had changed. Throughout his long career, H.L. Mencken 
remained what he was at the outset -- a consistent critic of government, a champion of the 
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individual in his eternal struggle against the tentacles of state power. 

In an era when educated idiots extolled the herd, Mencken was its most trenchant critic. 
He defined democracy -- the mobocratic antonym to republican rule by law -- as "the worship of 
jackals by jackasses." "Democracy," said Mencken, "is the theory that the common people know 
what they want, and deserve to get it, good and hard." 

H.L. Mencken was best described as a Tory anarchist. For him, "all government, in its 
essence, is a conspiracy against the superior man; its one permanent object is to oppress and 
cripple him .... One of its primary functions is to regiment men by force, to make them as much 
alike as possible and as dependent upon one another as possible, to search out and combat 
originality among them." 

Expanding on George Washington's definition of government as compulsion, Mencken 
insisted that "the State is not force alone. It depends upon the credulity of man quite as much as 
upon his docility. Its aim is not merely to make him obey, but also to make him want to obey." 

Mencken had nothing but scorn for the civil servant (so-called) and elected official. Said 
he, "These men, in point of fact, are seldom if ever moved by anything rationally describable as 
public spirit; there is actually no more public spirit among them than among so many burglars or 
street walkers." 

Exposing the essence of the welfare state, Mencken avowed, "It is the fundamental theory 
of all the more recent American law, in fact, that the average citizen is half-witted, and hence not 
to be trusted to either his own devices or his own thoughts." Citing his favorite example of 
Big-Brotherism, Mencken charged the theory behind Prohibition was that without it the average 
man "would get drunk every day, dissipate his means, undermine his health, and beggar his 
family." 

The monarch of ridicule had a delightful knack for unmasking the absurdity of 
oppression so common that it is often taken for granted. When asked if government was 
occasionally useful, he replied, "So is a doctor. But suppose the dear fellow claimed the right, 
every time he was called in to prescribe for a bellyache or a ringing in the ears, to raid the family 
silver, use the family toothbrushes, and execute the droit de seigneur upon the housemaid?" 

What would Mencken say of the modern welfare state? The government of his day was 
relatively minimal, positively benign, compared to the behemoth of the 1980s. What would he 
think of a leviathan that taxes and spends one-third to one-half of the average American's 
income, that yearly issues a mountain of new regulations to hamper enterprise, that orders the 
most minute aspects of existence? 

In a fitting summation of his own impact, H.L. Mencken informed his readers: "The most 
dangerous man, to any government, is the man who is able to think things out for himself, 
without regard to the prevailing prejudices and taboos." Such an individual, he said, usually 
"comes to the conclusion that the government he lives under is dishonest, insane and intolerable, 
and so, if he is a romantic, he tries to change it. And even if he is not romantic personally he is 
very apt to spread discontent among those who are...." 

Mencken thus inspired generations to oppose the fraud and tyranny that our rulers daily 
perpetrate. 


The author is a syndicated columnist. 
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The Ford Foundation Letter for December lists among its recent "philanthropic" 
activities a grant of $200,000 to Central American University in Communist Nicaragua. The 
funds supposedly will be used "to strengthen social science training and research through library 
acquisitions, visiting professors and fellowships for graduate study." 

Central American University (CAU) opened in April 1961 as a Roman Catholic Jesuit 
university. Under its highly respected founder and first president, Rev. Leon Pallais, the 
university developed into an exemplary scholastic institution. In 1971 Father Pallais left CAU 
and Nicaragua for an assignment in Europe. He returned to Nicaragua in 1974 and founded the 
National Technical Institute to provide training for Nicaraguans in the much-needed trade skills. 
During Father Pallais' absence and his preoccupation with building the new institute, the 
university gradually drifted leftward. In the late 1970s it became obvious that some faculty 
members and students at the once staunchly anti-Communist CAU were actively supporting the 
Sandinistas and promoting Marxism. 

When the Sandinista Communists overthrew President Somoza in 1979, Father Pallais 
fled to the U.S. and, since 1981, has operated the Nicaraguan Assistance Center in Miami, 
providing aid to the many Nicaraguan refugees. He was quite non-plussed when we talked to him 
recently regarding the Ford Foundation grant. "I do not understand why they would contribute so 
much money to Central American University," Father Pallais told THE NEW AMERICAN, 
"when it is so well known now as a pro-Communist institution. It is completely pro-Sandinista. It 
is completely controlled by the Sandinista regime." 

The good padre was unfamiliar with the Ford Foundation's long history of funding such 
enterprises. He was quite stunned to learn that as far back as 1953, then President of the Ford 
Foundation H. Rowan Gaither admitted to congressional investigator Norman Dodd that the 
foundation shall use its grant-making power "to so alter life in the United States as to make 
possible a comfortable merger with the Soviet Union." It would seem that the folks at Ford 
Foundation are helping finalize this same type of merger in Nicaragua. 

According to Father Pallais, Central American University is a center of the "Liberation 
Theology" movement that packages and promotes Marxism under a veneer of Christian jargon. 
And, he says, CAU has a branch here in this country known as the Central American Historical 
Institute, located at prestigious Georgetown University in Washington, DC. Dr. Alejandro 
Bolanos-Geyer, director of the Nicaraguan Information Center in St. Charles, Missouri, and 
editor of the "Voice of Nicaragua" newsletter, also is familiar with the radical Left record of 
CAU and its Washington affiliate. Dr. Bolanos, who is a medical doctor as well as one of 
Nicaragua's most distinguished historians, told THE NEW AMERICAN that CAU and the 
Central American Historical Institute at Georgetown are very active in lobbying Congress and 
providing pro-Sandinista speakers for American college campuses and media events. "It is very 
sad and unfortunate," said Dr. Bolanos, "that these once fine institutions of Catholic education 
now aid the enemies of the Church." It is unfortunate also that Congress and the Justice 
Department have for so many decades allowed Ford and other large foundations repeatedly to 
fund similar subversive enterprises and still maintain their tax-exempt status. 

Conference Notes 

The new international headquarters of Christian Liberty Academy in Arlington Heights, 
Illinois will be the site for the First Annual Midwest Reconstruction Conference on March 7th 
and 8th. The conference, titled "A Symposium on Education -- What Are We Teaching Our 
Children?" will feature an impressive lineup of prominent speakers and authors involved in 
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education: Dr. Rousas J. Rushdoony, author, theologian and president of Chalcedon Ministries; 
Mel and Norma Gabler, leading school textbook authorities; Samuel L. Blumenfeld, author, 
educator and lecturer; Dr. Paul Lindstrom, pioneer of the Christian home school movement; Dr. 
Sune Lyxell, a magazine editor and leading educator from Sweden; and contributing editors for 
"The Christian Educator," Mike McHugh, Thomas Parent, Archie Jones, Dr. Phillip E. Bennett, 
Wilson Thompson and Dr. Robert Gamble. (Christian Reconstruction Conference, Christian 
Liberty Academy, 502 W. Euclid Avenue, Arlington Heights, Illinois 60004) 
Black Educators Rap Child Care 

The alarming nationwide trend among state legislatures to mandate preschool attendance 
for three- and four-year-old children (See THE NEW AMERICAN, "Compulsory Schooling For 
Tots?" December 30, 1985) has run into opposition from the National Black Child Development 
Institute. In a new report, "Child Care in the Public Schools: Incubator for Inequality?" the 
NBCDI criticized the growth of public school involvement in early childhood education as a 
"politically expedient" development that is likely to harm black children. 

"The public schools' report card earns a failing grade from the black community," said 
Evelyn K. Moore, the organization's executive director, at a Washington, DC press conference 
following the release of the report. Citing the high dropout rate among blacks, their high rate of 
functional illiteracy, and other indicators of widespread failure, she charged that these new 
school-based child care programs could be expected to program black children for failure at an 
even earlier age. 

"The record of our public schools in serving black children is dismal," echoed Carla 
Curtis, policy analyst for NBCDI. Curtis asserted further that the growing trend toward early 
childhood education in the government schools may be a move "toward a fast-food delivery 
system of child care which gives black children empty development calories and none of the 
cultural nourishment they need to grow." 

-- WILLIAM F. JASPER 


VIEWPOINT/ John F. 


McManus 
Stallone Makes His Mark 


For Moscow, it was a very unusual press conference. Held in the impressively outfitted 
chambers of the USSR's Foreign Ministry, the topic did not include tiresome condemnations of 
"American imperialism." Nor were the participants the usual cadre of foreboding militarists and 
coverup-artists who speak for the Kremlin. 

The Soviet officials dishing out the propaganda in this instance were cultural officials 
anxious to tell America's press representatives that the USSR was mighty upset about our recent 
flurry of anti-Soviet movies. The group zeroed in on Sylvester Stallone's two box-office hits: 
Rambo: First Blood Part IT and Rocky IV. Cultural affairs minister Georgi Ivanov complained 
that such films have created a new American hero, "a killer with ideological convictions." No 
one among the press corps seems to have asked why he did not apply his description to the 
Soviet invaders that continue to slaughter Afghanistan's brave freedom fighters. 

In Rambo, Sylvester Stallone earned the wrath of the Soviet officials by playing an 
anti-Communist Vietnam veteran who returns to the scene of the fighting to seek abandoned 
POWs. Outfitted as though he were a walking arsenal, Rambo proceeds to kill waves of 
Communists while condemning U.S. policy that refused our own forces any chance to win. In 
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Rocky IV, he drapes himself in the American flag while donning his familiar role as an underdog 
prize-fighter who, this time, goes to Russia to defeat a Communist hero. 

According to the New York Times, poet Yevgeny Yevtushenko likened the films to 
pornography. "I call them warnography," he stated -- poetically. Soviet Writer's Union Secretary 
Genrikh Borovik accused the American film industry of "using art to sell hatred and fear." He 
included the superb Red Dawn in his list for condemnation. The makers of Invasion USA, 
another anti-Communist offering, must have been dismayed at not being mentioned. 

While expressing disappointment that the films contradicted the spirit generated at the 
November Reagan-Gorbachev summit meeting, Ivanov also criticized ABC Television's plan to 
produce Amerika, a miniseries depicting a dismal and regimented United States ten years after a 
Communist takeover. ABC's plans for this program resulted partially from the heat it received 
after producing the better-Red-than-dead The Day After. 

When the Soviet Union expresses its wishes, there will always be some headline-seeking, 
stupid or traitorous Americans who take up the cause. Accordingly, Harvard Medical School 
Professor John Mack used his platform as the principal speaker at a three-day conference at 
Amherst College in mid-January to blast the very films that the Soviets had condemned. He and 
the group of faculty representatives and peace advocates had met to discuss "the psychological 
analyses of war and the nuclear arms race." 

A few days earlier, ABC Entertainment's President Brandon Stoddard announced that 
production of Amerika was being "postponed" for financial reasons. Another ABC official made 
mention of a Soviet threat to ban ABC from the USSR if the miniseries were shown. Then, on 
January 22nd, ABC reversed its decision and announced plans to complete the miniseries after 
all. 

Happily, the nation's filmmakers are now becoming increasingly independent. Even 
better, the reason is that the American people are demonstrating that they have had enough of 
bashing everything but Communism. 


This commentary is also syndicated by 


The John Birch Society Features. 


Newsletter editors have published the following views about the economy and about 
various world trends. 


Richard Russell claims in Dow Theory Letters for January 15th that major trends in both 
the stock and bond markets are bullish, but he does see the possibility of a correction to the 1460 
area. Gold is looking increasingly bullish, he says. (Box 1759, La Jolla CA 92038) 

Franklin Sanders states in the January issue of The Moneychanger, "We stick by our 
earlier analysis: $310 is the lowest gold will go and $5.50 for silver. I expect 1986 will be a year 
of consolidating slow gains and accumulation, with some dramatic price rise likely toward the 
latter part of the year or inevitable in the event of financial panic." (Box 241203, Memphis TN 
38124) 

James Blanchard offers interviews with nine gold experts in the January issue of Gold 
Newsletter, selected on the basis of their excellent track records in recent years. One of them, 
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Ray Dalio, says: "Monetary inflation will probably take us to the highest rate since the Civil 
War, bringing gold, silver and other tangibles to all-time highs." James Dines took the opposite 
view, saying we are "close to an all-out bust for gold and could have a real bust in the gold 
shares. Face it, gold is dead money," he says. Blanchard himself leans toward the bullish view. 
(4425 West Napoleon Avenue, Metairie LA 70001) 

Howard Ruff makes these forecasts in the January 13th Financial Success Report: "The 
economy should move into an inflationary boom for two or three years. 1986 should be a terrific 
year for most people. Inflation will rise, but will start slowly. We are early in a gold bull 
market." (Box 25, Pleasanton, CA 94566) 

General John Singlaub in World Freedom Report for January 15th comments on the 
support Gulf-Chevron gives the Marxist Angolan government. The U.S. Council for World 
Freedom will support the boycott of these companies and play a major role in working to change 
this situation through free market action. (Box 39875, Phoenix AZ 85069) 

William Haynes in the January issue of Monetary Digest predicts more inflation is 
coming. "Present circumstances are untenable. Owing more than $2 trillion, the federal 
government cannot, for long, meet its interest obligations (now the third largest expenditure in 
the budget)." Washington "must either repudiate the debt" or monetize it with printing press 
money. The 12.3 percent increase "in the money supply during 1985 was a step toward debt 
cancellation via the printing press. In due time all those additional dollars will result in higher 
prices. Inflation is as much a problem today as it was in 1971, but it is perceived as being 
acceptable." (2873 Sky Harbor Boulevard, Phoenix AZ 85034) 

James Sibbet notes, in Let’s Talk Silver & Gold for January 16th, that we can expect 
war anxiety to increase. "A suitcase-size atomic bomb has been invented." The U.S. should act 
now on the terrorist situation before the terrorists get this bomb. The lack of action by the U.S. 
against terrorists will lead to increased anxiety and to higher prices for the precious metals, in his 
opinion. (61 South Lake Avenue, Suite 301, Pasadena CA 91101) 

Jerome Smith says in the January issue of Investment Perspectives that 1986 will be a 
very good year. Consumers still have confidence and are capable of financing strong consumer 
spending this year. Expect the Fed to keep the money spigot open all this year and in 1987, 
because even a slowdown in the rate of money growth would result in a collapse and global 
deflationary depression. (256 South Robertson Boulevard, Suite 711, Beverly Hills CA 90211) 

Kennedy Gammage says in the January 16th Richland Report: "Here's where we think 
we are. The long-term ‘one-shot,’ secular bull market in stocks is still ongoing, and won't top out 
until we see the DJIA (and the price of gold) above 3000 in 1989 or 1990. However... we've 
begun a 'Bear Cub' market a la 1977-78 and 1981-82 ..." Though he does not see recent stock 
market highs being exceeded this year, he expects this 'Bear Cub' market to reach a final bottom 
around March 1987. (Box 222, La Jolla CA 92038) 

Linda Bevan quotes Diego J. Vieta in the February issue of World Market Perspective 
as saying, "there is no doubt that the Federal Reserve System is reflating, which will put more 
money in circulation and at the same time fuel the CPI. We believe that both gold and silver 
could move up by as much as 25 to 30 percent during 1986." (Box 2289, Winter Park FL 32790) 

Joseph Bradley interviewed Louis G. Navellier, editor of "OTC Insight" and an Over the 
Counter specialist, in the January Investor's Hotline monthly tape cassette. Navellier said the 
outlook for the stock market is good for the first quarter of 1986. The correction is not likely to 
go below Dow 1480. For 1986, he expects a trading range for the Dow of 1480 to 1700. 
Creeping inflation is more likely than a major deflation. Also interviewed were William F. 
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Buckley, Montague Guild and Ian McAvity. (10616 Beaver Dam Road, Hunt Valley MD 21030) 
Allen Keyte says in World Affairs Review for January 15th: "I believe most major 
markets will move higher on the assumption of continued growth, but beware sharp corrections 
and perhaps a rapid tailing off in bull market optimism as economic realities become a decisive 
factor later in the year." (98 Malleson Road, Gotherington, Cheltenham, Glos GL52 4EY, United 
Kingdom) 
-- W.A. "JOHN" JOHNSON 


This column is a review of major financial newsletters and is not intended by THE NEW 


AMERICAN as personal financial advice. 


The following is excerpted from Nicaragua Betrayed by Anastasio Somoza with Jack 
Cox, Western Islands Publishing. The book was completed only three months before President 
Somoza was assassinated in Paraguay in September 1980. It is available from American 
Opinion, Belmont MA 02178 for $16.50 (hb) and for $8.95 (pb, Spanish only). 


So far as Nicaragua is concerned, there are still those governments, such as the United 
States, who refuse to accept the self-evident truth. Which is that Nicaragua is now a Communist 
state. A large majority of the people in the U.S. and more and more members of the U.S. 
Congress recognize that fact; but Mr. Carter and the State Department cannot accept it, or they 
refuse to admit that they misled the American people. 

I tried to tell the State Department in Washington, the President, the Congress, and the 
American people that Cuba, a surrogate of the Soviet Union, was our common enemy and that 
the Sandinista movement was Communist. There were others who sounded the alarm, but their 
voices, like mine, were muted.... 

The word betrayed has been defined as, "having been delivered to an enemy by 
treachery." That definition aptly fits the sordid betrayal of Nicaragua. Our nation was truly 
delivered into the hands of the Marxist enemy by President Jimmy Carter and his administration. 
In this treachery, his most active accomplices were Venezuela, Panama, Costa Rica, and Cuba. 

I was betrayed by a long-standing and trusted ally. That, in itself, is bad enough. But, 
more importantly, two million anti-Communist citizens of Nicaragua were neatly placed in a 
U.S.-designed package and handed to the Communists. To my way of thinking, and there are 
millions who share this view, that act of treachery was an unforgivable sin. 

In the betrayal of Nicaragua, the President of the United States gave credence to the view 
that eighteen million people living in Guatemala, Honduras, El Salvador, and Costa Rica might 
also expect betrayal. We have Ambassador William Bowdler's word for that. Actually, then, it 
isn't merely a "view," because the threat by Mr. Bowdler has already been made. 

For me and freedom-loving people everywhere, it's impossible to understand the reason 
why Nicaragua was betrayed. As to the "how," that's a different story. The record clearly speaks 
for itself. For all his days, Mr. Carter will have to live with that record on his conscience... 

The betrayal of Nicaragua was not perpetrated out of ignorance, but rather by design. 
This I know for a fact. One could go down a long list of U.S. allies and ask why Carter turned 
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against these anti-Communist nations. Pinochet of Chile could give you an answer -- by design. 
And how about Korea, Taiwan (The Republic of China), Pakistan, Thailand, Saudi Arabia, 
Rhodesia, South Africa, and Argentina? No, a plea of ignorance will not suffice. Carter might 
have been able to plead ignorance once, but not over and over again. 

One might have asked the late Shah of Iran if he thought Carter's betrayal of Iran was by 
design or through ignorance. The Shah said it himself, "I should never have listened to Jimmy 
Carter." Carter's ignorance didn't topple the Shah. In Iran, Carter used the same pretext he used 
in Nicaragua, and that pretext was "human rights." As I know so well, Mr. Carter can exert 
tremendous pressure and that pressure was dumped on the Shah of Iran. 

Perhaps an Iranian diplomat in Washington said it best, "President Carter betrayed the 
Shah and helped create a vacuum that will soon be filled by Soviet-trained agents and religious 
fanatics who hate America." 

Upon assuming office in 1976, Mr. Carter set about to dismantle the U.S. military 
machine. He did this while the Soviet Union went on a war production basis. That course of 
military action coupled with the betrayal of steadfast anti-Communist allies places Mr. Carter in 
the company of evil worldwide conspiratorial forces. I repeat, the treacherous course chartered 
by Mr. Carter was not through ignorance, but by design. 

Why am I so concerned about the disastrous path being taken by the United States? Iam 
a man without a country, set adrift by forces beyond my control. The Communists took 
Nicaragua and, at best, the future for me is uncertain. At this point in my life, there is one 
overriding conviction, and perhaps this conviction will chart my destiny. 

While I'm privileged to tread this planet called earth, I shall do all within my power to see 
that other free nations do not suffer the agonizing death which struck Nicaragua. In my own way, 
I am sounding the alarm. To be effective, this alarm must be heard in the United States of 
America. It is my wish, it is my impassioned hope that the freedom-loving people of the United 
States will hear the alarm and that they will respond without delay... 

Like so many Americans, I have stood on the parade field and saluted Old Glory as she 
passed. I, too, have thrilled to the sight of the Stars and Stripes as the flag was raised at sunrise, 
and I have felt the melancholy that can touch a man's heart at the sound of "Taps." You see, I 
know the true meaning of the United States, and I thank God for that privilege. The U.S. has 
been, and is, the hope and inspiration of free men everywhere. May that torch of liberty, 
symbolized by the Statue of Liberty, burn ever so brightly -- now and always. For I know for 
certain, that should that torch be extinguished, the dreams of free men everywhere die at that 
same moment. Like the people of Nicaragua, for those freedom-loving people there would be no 
tomorrow; "for their tomorrow was yesterday." 

My country, my people, and I were betrayed. That betrayal does not rest with the 
American people, but with the President of the United States. My love for the United States and 
her people is as great as it ever was. My prayer is that those who now lead the United States will 
not betray humanity. If that happens, God help us all, for then it would be the entire free world, 
and not just Nicaragua BETRAYED... 


HEADLINES & HISTORY The 
Waterway Giveaway 


Turning another strategic asset over to the Soviets 


European powers since the nineteenth century have viewed Nicaragua as a strategic prize 
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in any contest with the United States for dominance of Latin America and the Caribbean. 

Understanding the strategic geographical location of Nicaragua, the U.S. Senate ratified 
the Bryan-Chamorro Convention seventy years ago. The Senate action, on February 18, 1916, 
would guarantee an ace-in-the-hole for the United States should the U.S.-built and -operated 
Panama Canal fall into unfriendly hands. U.S. Secretary of State William Jennings Bryan and 
Nicaraguan President Emiliano Chamorro signed the Convention on August 5, 1914, nine days 
before the Panama Canal was officially opened. 

In return for $3 million in gold, Nicaragua had agreed in the Bryan-Chamorro 
Convention to give the U.S. two things. First was the right in "perpetuity" and "forever free from 
all taxation" to build an inter-oceanic canal by way of the Nicaraguan San Juan River on the 
Atlantic Coast and Lake Nicaragua near the Pacific Coast. Second, it gave the U.S. naval base 
rights for 99 years on Nicaragua's Great Corn Island and Little Corn Island off the Atlantic 
Coast, and in the Gulf of Fonseca on the Nicaraguan Pacific Coast. The U.S. also was given an 
option to renew naval base rights for an additional 99 years as strategic protection for the 
Panama Canal. 

Professor Jack Tierney, in his 1982 work Somozas and Sandinistas -- The U.S. and 
Nicaragua in the Twentieth Century, points out that between 1898 and 1933 U.S. troops made 
20 landings in Central America and the Caribbean. He states: "The underlying cause of these 
interventions was strategic. In toto, they reflected Washington's deep desire to restrain both 
internal political revolt and foreign military interference. Both objectives became twin pillars of 
U.S. foreign policy." 

The Bryan-Chamorro Convention was an expression of that policy. It was a policy that 
gave pause to Imperial Germany in World War I and Nazi Germany prior to World War II. Three 
years after the U.S. Senate ratified Bryan-Chamorro, according to pro-Communist author John 
Reed in his book Ten Days That Shook the World, Lenin ordered his agents at the 1919 Paris 
Peace Conference to demand that inland waterways of the world, as well as the Suez and Panama 
Canals, be "neutralized." From the 1930s until his death in 1953, Soviet dictator Stalin -- 
according to espionage expert Ladislas Farago -- kept agents in Panama with an eye toward its 
takeover by Soviet proxies. 

When Cuban dictator Fidel Castro came to power in 1959, the first terrorist operations he 
ordered were against Panama and Nicaragua. In the aftermath of the Communist-created riots in 
Panama, Hanson Baldwin, military editor of the New York Times in 1964, wrote: "There will be 
no peace in our time, for the Communists' drive for political hegemony is directed against 
maritime focal points of high strategic importance." 

Following the 1964 Panama Canal riots, the Johnson Administration began negotiations 
to renounce U.S. rights over the Panama Canal. In 1971, during the first term of the Nixon 
Administration, Henry Kissinger was instrumental in pressuring the administration of President 
Anastasio Somoza to abrogate the Bryan-Chamorro Convention. 

Senator Strom Thurmond (R-SC) protested the haste with which Kissinger pushed for 
abrogation, viewing Bryan-Chamorro as an insurance policy for the U.S. in the event anything 
went wrong in Panama. He stated: "We need this option. How can we even consider negotiating 
with Panama when we are giving up the Nicaraguan alternative? Our option is an important 
bargaining tool and we are throwing it away." 

The Carter Administration not only negotiated the Panama Canal Treaties but worked to 
overthrow the pro-American government in Nicaragua headed by President Somoza. (See 
Opinion Past, page 42, and American Opinion, page 21.) After the Marxist Sandinistas shot their 
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way to power in 1979, with the help of the Carter Administration, the first of several agreements 
they made with the Soviets in Moscow, according to former U.S. Ambassador to the UN Jeane 
Kirkpatrick, was to build an inter-ocean canal along the route established by the 
Bryan-Chamotrro Convention. 

Joseph Churba, in his treatise The American Retreat -- The Reagan Foreign and 
Defense Policy, dates the beginning of the U.S. crisis in Central America with the giveaway of 
the Panama Canal by the Carter Administration. The crisis has grown in scope during the Reagan 
years, according to Dr. Churba, and includes the construction by Bulgarian engineers of a 
sea-level canal across Nicaragua. 

"The construction of the trans-Nicaraguan canal," he adds, "if completed and under 
Soviet control, would outflank the Panama Canal and place the Soviets in position to dominate 
the flow of traffic from the Atlantic to the Pacific, which it could then interdict at will." 

Thus in the seventy years since the approval of the Bryan-Chamorro convention, the U.S. 
has steadily lost, or given away, its strategic position in Central America and its control of the 
Western Hemisphere's waterways. 

-- JEFFREY ST. JOHN 
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